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an anonymous pamphlet, inti- 
led, Some Doctrines in the 
A Superlapſarian Scheme impar- 

tially examined by the Word 
of God. The author of it is 
right, in making the word of God the rule 
and ſtandard by which doctrines and ſchemes 
are to be tried and examined. To the law 
and to the teſtimony; if men ſpeak not ac- 
cording to this word, it is becauſe there is 
no light in them *, He ſets out with large 
declarations of his regard to the ſacred 
writings, which to ſwell the performance 
are too often repeated, even ad nauſeam ; 
and yer, in his very fir/t paragraph, drops 
a ſentence not very agreeable to them, if 
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1 Truth Deſended. 
any ſenſe can be made of it: A dne 
and maxim, he ſays, that correſpond 

ieh this divine rule, we ſhould Ae 

Arely reject, or at leaſt refuſe to 255 7 
articles of our faith o. But why not entirely 
reject them, without any heſitation? Why 
this disjunctive propoſition? why this ſoft- 
ning clauſe added? If it can be thought 
to be ſo, or to convey a different idea from 
the former, as it is defigned it ſhould ; tho 
I ſhould think, to refuſe to admit doctrines 
and maxims as articles of faith, that do not 
correſpond with the divine rule, is the 
ſame thing as to reject them as articles of 
faith. - The man ſeems to write in the 
midſt of hurry and furprize. He wonders 
at this thing, is /urprized at the other, 
trembles at a third, and ſo goes on, hare 
'em ſcare em, throughout the whole per- 
formance, in the utmoſt diſorder and con- 
fuſion, as if he was thunder-ſtruck, and 
almoſt frightned out of his wits, Poor 
creature! I fear the next news we hear of 
him will be, that he is quite beſide himſelf, 
Since he has met with ſchemes and opi- 
nions ſo exceeding ſhocking and ſtunning, 
it would have been adviſeable for him to 
have ſat down and waited until he was 
better come to, and more compoſed, be- 
fore he pur pen to paper, and committed 
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his frightful apprehenſions to writing. 
And indeed one would have thought he 
has had time enough to have recovered 
himſelf from the ſurprize he has met with, 
ſeeing 'tis near four years ago, ſince the 
more modern pieces he has taken notice of, 
were publiſhed to the world. 


I. The examination begins with the 
foundat:on-principle of the Supralapſa- 
rians, as he calls it, that God che his 
people without conſidering them as, fallen 
creatures ©, He does well to begin with 
their foundation- doctrine; for if he can 
demoliſh the foundation, the ſuperſtructure 
mult fall; if he can pluck up what he 
ſuppoſes to be the root of many falſe opi- 
nions, the branches which grow from it 
will die in courſe. But though this re- 
ceived opinion of theirs, as 'our author. 
ſtiles ir, is a denomination one, or that. 
from which they are called Supralagſa- 
rians; yet it is far from being a founda- 
tion-principle, or a fundamental article of 
faith with them; nor do they conſider this 
point, in which they differ from others, 
as the principal one in the doctrine of 
election: They and the Sublapſarians are 
agreed in the main points reſpecting that 
doctrine; as, that it is an eternal act of 
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God]; that it is of certain particular per- 
ſons; that it is unconditional, irreſpective 
of faith, holineſs, and good works, as 
cauſes and conditions of it; and that it en- 
tirely ſprings from the good-will and plea- 
ſure of God. The Contra-Remonſtrants 
were not all of a mind concerning the ob- 
ject of predeſtinatjon, but did not think it 
worth their while to divide upon that ac- 
count. Nay, ſome * of them were of opi- 
nion that it was not neceſſary to be deter- 
mined, whether God, in chuſing men, con- 
fider'd them as fallen, or as not yet fallen; 
provided it was but allowed that God in 
chuſing conſidered men in an equal ſtate, 
ſo as that he that is choſen was not con- 
ſider' d by God either of himſelf, or by his 
own merit, or by any gracious eſtimation, 
more worthy than he who is not choſen. 
That famous Supralapſarian, Dr. Twiſs *, 
declares, that as for the ordering of God's 
decrees, upon which only ariſe the diffe- 
rent opinions touching the object of pre- 
deſtination, it is merely Apex Logicus, a 
point of logick. The decrees of God may 
be diſtinguiſhed into the decree of the end, 
and the decree of the means, that they 
may the better be conceived of by our 
finite underſtandings; which are not able 


to conſider all things at once, and toge- 
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ther, as they lie in the divine mind, but 
of one thing after another, and that with- 
out dividing and ſeparating of God's de- 
crees, or ſuppoſing any priority or poſte- 
riority in him. Now the decree of the 
end mult be confider'd before the decree 
of the means; and that what is firſt in in- 
tention, is laſt in execution, and ſo vice 
verſa. Let then eternal life and glory, 
or a-ſtate of everlaſting communion with 
God, be the end of election, as it is with 
reſpect to man, then the creation, permiſ- 
fion of Adam's fall, and the recovery out 
of it, are the means in order to that end. 
It follows, that, in the decree of the end, 
man could not be conſider'd as a fallen 
creature, but as yet not created ; becauſe 
the creation and the permiſſion of the fall 
belong to the decree of the means, which is 
in order of nature after the decree of the end. 
For it God firſt decreed to create man, and 
to permit him to fall, and then decreed to 
bring him to a ſtate of eternal life and 
happineſs ; according to this known rule, 
that what is firſt in intention is laft in ex- 
ecution, this ſtrange abſurdity will follow, 
that man will be firſt brought into a ſtate 
of eternal life and happineſs, and then 
ereated and permitted to fall. Let the end 
be the manifeſtation of God's glory, which 
certainly is the ſupreme end of election, 
then the means are creation, permiſſion 
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of fin, redemption, ſanctification, and, in 


a word, compleat ſal vation; which, tho' 
they are materially many, ye: make up 
but one formal decree, called the decree 
of the means, Now according to the for- 
mer rule, the intention of the end mult be 
farſt, and then the intention of the means; 
and, conſequently, man cannot be con- 
ſidered in the decree of the end, the mani- 


feſtation of God's glory, as yet created and 


fallen; becauſe the creation and permiſſion 
of fin belong to the decree of the means, 
which in order of nature is after the decree 
of the end. But if, on the contrary, God 
firſt decreed to create man and permit him 
to fall, and then decreed to manifelt the 
glory of his grace and mercy, in his eternal 
ſalvation; according to the above rule, that 
what is firſt in intention is laſt in execu- 
tion, and ſo vice verſa, it will follow, 
that the glory of God's grace and merc 

are firſt manifeſted in the eternal ſalvation 
of man, and then he is created and ſuffer'd 
to fall. Likewiſe it is to be obſerved, 


that the ſeveral things mentioned in the 


decree of the means, creation, permiſſion 
of ſin, and ſalvation, are not to be con- 
fider'd as ſubordinate, but as co-ordinate 
means, or as making up an entire, com- 
pleat medium. We are not to ſuppoſe 
that God decreed to create man that he 
might permit him to fall, or that he — 
cree 
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creed to permit him to fall, that he might 
fave him ; bur that he decreed to create 
him, permit him to fall, and to fave him 
notwithſtanding his fall, that he might 
glorify his grace and mercy. Nor are we 
to conceive of them after this manner, 
that God firſt decreed to create man, and 
then decreed to permit him to fall; for it 
would follow that man, in the execution 
of thele decrees, is firſt permitted to fall, 
and then he is created: Nor. thus, that 
God firſt decreed to create man, and permit 
him to fall, and then decreed to ſave him; 
for, according to the former rule, man 
would firſt be ſaved, and then created and 
permitred to fall, Theſe are ſome of the 
reaſonings of the Supralapſarians ; parti- 
cularly of Dr. Tus, as may be ſeen in his 
Vindiciae, and in his Riches of God's Love, 
againſt Hord. This poor man, that takes 
upon him to write againſt the $upralap- 
ſarians, would do well to try his {kill in 
unravelling and deſtroying this kind of rea- 
ſoning : But alas! his capacity will never 
reach it. I'm afraid the very mention of 
theſe things will increaſe his ſurprize and 
| fright: And whereas he begins to ſtare al- 
| ready, I expect this will make him fare 
| like a fluck pig, However, ſince he has 
taken upon him to object to this opinion of 
ö the Supralapſarians, it will be proper to 
bear what he has to ſay. And, 
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1. He propoſes to ſhew, that this do- 
ctrine is deſtitute of ſupport from the 
ſcripture, and tells us,, He has often won- 
| der'd what part of ſacred writ can be pro- 
5 duced to ſupport it; and that he has been 
i ſearching and trying to know the lan- 
jo guage of the divine word concerning ele- 
bl ion ; and ſhall therefore mention, and, 
in a few words, comment upon thoſe ſcrip- 
eures, which, ſays he, I judge, are only ne- 
ceſſary to be conſider'd in this diſpute ; 
and theſe are, 1 Pet. i. 2. Epb. i. 3, 4. 
| Rom, viii. 29. If the man is really igno- 
rant, as I am inclin'd to think he is, and 
does not know what parts of ſacred writ b 
| the Supralapſarians have produced to ſup- 
. port their doctrine, he has acted a weak F 
part in meddling with the controverſy ; if 
i! he does know, he has ated a worſe in 
concealing of them : he promiſes to men- 
tion and comment on thoſe ſcriptures 
which he judges are only neceſſary to be 
conſider'd in this diſpute ; but he ought to J 
have mention'd the ſcriptures, which the | 
men he oppoſes, judge neceſſary to be con- 
i ſider'd in this diſpute, and to have ſhewn 
1 the miſapplication of them, and that they 
are not pertinent to their purpoſe : is this 
| impartially to try and examine, by the 
4 word of God, the Supralapſarian ſcheme, 
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as his title promiſes? Every one knows, 
that knows any thing of this controverſy, 
that the ſcripcural part of it is about the 
ſenſe of the ninth chapter of the epiſtle to 
the Romans ; and the queſtion is, Whether 
the Sublapſarian, or the Supralapſarian 
ſcheme, concerning the objects of election 
and reprobation, is moſt agreeable to the 
ſenſe of the Apoſtle in that chapter ; par- 
ticularly, whether the Supralapſarian 
ſcheme, of God's chuſing ſome, and lea- 
ving others, conſider'd as unfallen, as ha- 
ving done neither good nor evil, does not 
beſt agree with the account the Apoſtle 
gives in ver. 11, 12, 13. of the election of 
Jacob, and rejection of Eſau; and more 
eſpecially, whether it does not beſt agree 
with the ſame apoſtle's account, in ver. 2 1. 
of the potter's making of the ſame lump 
one veſſel unto honour, and another unto 
diſhonour ? This author ſhould have men- 
tion'd theſe ſcriptures, and commented 
upon them, and anſwer'd the arguments of 
the Supralapſarians from them; in parti- 
cular, thoſe of that eminent Supralap/a- 
rian, Theodore Beza, in his notes upon the 
laſt of theſe texts, which I ſhall tranſ- 
cribe for this man's fake ; and he may try 
whether he is capable of anſwering of 
them. © Thole who, by the maſs, or lump, 
| ſays this great man, underſtand mankind 
corrupted, don't ſatisfy me in the expla- 
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nation of this place : for firſt, it ſeems to 


me, that the phraſe of informed matter, 


neither ſufficiently agrees with mankind, 
either made or corrupted. Moreover, if 
the Apoſtle had conſider'd mankind as 
corrupted, he would not have ſaid, That 
ſome veſfels were made to. honour, and 
ſome to drſhonour; but rather, that 
ſeeing all the veſſels would be fit for 
diſhonour, ſome were left in that diſho- 
nour, and others tranflated from that diſ- 
Honour to honour. Laſtly, if Paul had 
not roſe to the higheſt degree, he had not 
ſatisfied the queſtion objected; for it 
would always have been queried, whether 
that corruption came by chance, or whe- 
ther indeed, according to the purpoſe of 
God, and therefore the ſame difficulty 
would recur. I ſay, therefore, Paul uſing 
this moſt elegant fimile, alludes to the 
creation of Adam, and riſes up to the eter- 
nal purpoſe of God, who, before he crea- 
ted mankind, decreed, of his own mere 
will and pleaſure, to manifeſt his glory, 
both in ſaving of ſome whom he knew, 
in' a way of mercy, and in deftroying 
others, whom he alſo knew, in righteous 
judgment. And verily, unleſs we judge 
this to be the caſe, God will be greatly 
injured ; becauſe he will not be ſufficient- 
ly wiſe, who firſt creates men, and looks 


upon them corrupt, and then appoints to 
what 
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what purpoſe he has created them: nor 
ſufficiently powerful, if, when he has ta- 
ken up a purpoſe concerning them, he is 
hinder'd by another, ſo that he obtains 
not what he willed ; nor ſufficiently con- 
ſtant, if, willingly and freely he takes up 
a new purpoſe, after his workmanſhip is 
_ corrupted.” As for the ſcriptures menti- 
on'd by our author, as oppoling the Su- 
pralapſarian ſcheme, I ſhall not trouble 
the reader, by obſerving the mangled work 
he makes with them, and the low and 
mean comments he makes upon them; I 
ſhall only ſay, That it will be readily 
own'd, tha ſanctification, obedience, and 
conformity to the image of God and 
Chriſt, are things included in the decree 
of election: but do theſe things neceſſarily 
ſuppoſe, that the perſons whom they con- 
cern, were, in that decree, conſider'd as 
impure, unholy, diſobedient, and in a 
want of conformity to the image of God 
and Chriſt? Were not the elect angels 
choſen to ſanctification, obedience, and 
conformity to the image of God? Will 
any one ſay, That theſe things ſuppoſed 
them to be, or that in the decree of ele- 
tion, they were conſider'd as impure, un- 
holy, diſobedient, and in a want of con- 
for mity to the image of God? But, admit- 
ting that theſe things, with reſpect to men, 
ſuppoſe them in ſuch a caſe; it ſhould be 
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obſerv'd, that they belong to the decree of 
the means, and therefore fall ſhort of 
proving that God, in the decree of the 
end, or in decreeing men to eternal life 
and happineſs, for the glorifying of him- 
ſelf, conſider'd them in ſuch a ſtate; ſince 
the decree of the end, in order of nature, 
is before the decree of the means; unleſs 
we can ſuppoſe tne allwiſe being to act 
in ſuch a manner as no wiſe man would, 
namely, firſt fix upon the means, and then 
appoint the end. Now if God firſt de- 
creed to create man, permit his fall, and 
then ſanctify and conform him to the 
image of his ſon, before he decreed to 
glorify himſelf in his ſalvation, the conſe- 
quence will be, that God is firſt glorified 
in the ſalvation of man, and after that, 
man is created, ſuffer'd to fall, is ſancti- 
fied, and conformed to the image of 
Chriſt ; becauſe, what 1s firſt in intention, 
is laſt in execution. There is one thing 
more I would obſerve, and that is, that 
this author * delivers it as the ſettled opinion 
of the Supralapſarians, That we were not 
elected as holy and obedient beings, but to the 
end we might be ſuch: and I am much 


miſtaken, if this is not the ſettled opinion 


of all Sublapſarians, except ſuch as are in 
the Arminian ſcheme, But what 1s this 
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mention'd for? Why, to ſhew that the 
Supralapſarians are inconſiſtent with them- 
ſelves, and guilty of ſo flagrant a contra- 
diction, as is not to be reconciled by any. 
But where does it lie? Why, whereas they 
t affirm, that we were not the All- 
mighty's choice, becauſe we were holy; 
but that he did chuſe us to be made holy, 
and yet, in that choice, beheld us free 
from all defilements and deformity.” But 
this author muſt be told, if he does not 
know it, that the Supralapſarians, in con- 
ſidering men not yet created, and ſo not 
fallen, as the objects of election ſuppoſe 
them, neither good nor bad, righteous or 
wicked, holy or unholy, but in the pure, 
that is, in the mere maſs of creaturethip, 
not yet made, much leſs corrupted, and 
as having done neither good nor evil; 
now is this ſuch a flagrant contradiction, 
never to be reconciled, that men conſi- 
der'd neither as holy or unholy, as obedi- 
ent or diſobedient, ſhould be choſen to 
holineſs and obedience ? | 

2. This author“ proceeds to ſhew, that 
the doctrine of the Supralapſarians is re- 
pugnant to their own opinion of God's 
eternal foreknowledge, according to which 
he was pleaſed to make his choice. To 
which I reply ; That the Supralapſarians 
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will readily own, that the omniſcient Je- 
hovah did, at one view, ſee, and perfectly 
behold, whatſoever would come to pals, 
throughout all ages of time; and that he 
has an univerſal preſcience of all creatures 
and things, in their different ſtates and 
circumſtances; but then they will deny 
that election proceeds upon, or that God 
bas been pleaſed to make his choice ac- 
cording to this his general and eternal 
preſcience. Tis true, that thoſe who are 
elected, are elected according to the fore- 
tnowleds e God the Father; and whom he 
did * he alſo did predeſtinate to be 
conformed to the image of bis Son. But 
theſe paſſages are not to be underſtood of 
the univerſal preſcience and foreknow- 
ledge of God; for then all men would be 
elected and predeſtinated, for whom he did 
foreknow, he alſo did predeſtinate ; but all 
men are neither conformed to the me 
of Chriſt, nor predeſtinated to be ſo: 

remains, that the foreknowledge, 3 
ing to which election and. predeſtination 
proceed, is God's ſpecial foreknowledge 
of his own people, and which is no other 
chan his everlaſting love to them, which is 
the ſource and ſpring of his choice of 
them; and the meaning is, That whom 
he foreknew, . e. in his eternal mind 


? 1 Pet. i. 2. Rom. viii. 29. 
knew, 
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knew, own'd, approv'd of, lov'd with an 
everlaſting love, he choſe them to ſalva- 
tion, and predeſtinated them to be con- 
formed to the image of his Son. 

3. This writer * goes on to obſerve, 
that © this doctrine of God's chuſing his 
people without conſidering them as fallen 
creatures, tends to leſſen the infinite grace 
and mercy of God in their election.“ I 
reply; That though it has been a matter 
of controverſy between the Supralapſa- 
rians, and others, whether election is an 
act of mercy, yet not whether it is an act 
of grace; they, with the ſcriptures', af- 
firm, that election is of grace, ſprings 
from the ſovereign grace and good pleaſure 
of God, and is not influenced by, or to be 
aſcribed to the works of men; but then 
they cannot obſerve, that it is ever ſaid to 
be of mercy. Regeneration is aſcribed to 
the mercy of God, 1 Pet. i. 3. ſo is for- 
giveneſs of fins, Luke i. 77. yea, our 
whole ſalvation, Tit. iii. 5. but never 
election; not that, but ſalvation is ſaid to 
be of God, that ſheweth mercy, Rom. ix. 15. 
Their reaſons, among many others ®, too 
many to mention, why it cannot be an act 
of mercy, are, becauſe the angels are 
elected, but not of mercy ; the human na- 


* Superlapſarian Scheme, p. 8. Rom. xi. 5, 6. 
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ture of Chriſt is elected, but not of mer- 
cy. They argue, that ſuppoſing it ſhould 
be admitted, that election is an act of mer- 
cy, it muſt either be acctus elicitus, an 
actual will of being merciful, or aus im- 
peratus, the act of ſhewing mercy it ſelf: 
not the latter, becauſe that ſuppoſes per- 
ſons not merely foreknown as miſerable, 
but in actual being, and in real miſery, 
and is a tranſient act upon them; whereas 
election puts nothing in the perſons cho- 
ſen : if it is an act of mercy, it muſt be 
Li the former, God's actual will of being 
merciful; but this does not neceſſarily 
1 preſuppoſe miſery, or miſerable objects, 
1 it being internal, and immanent in God, 
. and the ſame with his mercy it ſelf; and 
&; | would have been the ſame, nor would 
Ib! God have been the leſs merciful, if the 
1 world had not been, and there had never 
been a miſerable object on whom to diſ- 
play it. The act of election does not pre- 
ſuppoſe men ſinners and miſerable, nor in- 
deed can it; for ſhould it preſuppoſe ſin, 
it would preſuppoſe the decree of the 
permiſſion of ſin; and the permiſſion of 
ſin would be firſt in God's intention, than 
man's ſalvation of God mercy, and conſe- 
quently would be laſt in execution; than 
which, nothing can be thought of more 
abſurd. Beſides, though election is not | 
an act of mercy, yet it is far from having 
I 
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any tendency to leſſen the mercy of God, 
and does, even according to the Supralap- 
farian ſcheme, abundantly provide for the 
glorifying of it; fince, according to that, 
the decree of the end is, the glorifying of 
the grace and mercy of God, temper'd 
wich juſtice: The decree of the means pro- 
vides for the bringing about of this end, 
which includes creation, the permiſſion 
of fin, the miſſion of Chriſt, ſanctification, 
and compleat falvation ; ſo that the elect 
of God may well be called veſſels of mer- 
cy; ſince, through ſuch means, they are 
brought to eternal life and glory; though, 
in the decree of the end, they are confi- 
der'd as not yet created and fallen, than 
which, nothing can more tend to advance 
the free grace and morcy of Gd. 
4. This author“ urges, That “ this wa 
of ſtating election ſtrikes ſeverely again 
the juſtice of God, in paſſing by the reſt 
of mankind, not included in this decree z 
for hereby they are rejected as creatures 
only, and not as ſinful creatures.” Tis 
very ſtrange, that election ſnould ſeverely 
ſtrike againſt the juſtice of God, when, 
according to this way of ſtating it, tis a 
choice of perſons to eternal life and hap- 
pineſs for the glorifying of the grace and 
mercy of God, mix'd with his juſtice ; 


* Superlep/arian Scheme, p. 9 


and 


18 Truth Defended. 

.and ſo as much provides in end and meang, 
for the honour of divine juſtice, as for the 
glory of grace and mercy: and it is 
ſtranger ſtill, that election ſhould be a 
paſſing by the reſt of mankind, not in- 
cluded in this decree: I ſuppoſe he means 
reprobation; for he has an extraordinary 
hand at putting one thing for another. 
= Now. let it be obſerv'd, that though the 
q Supralapſarians do not conlider reproba- 
5 tion as an act of juſtice, but of ſovereign- 
. ty, yet not of injuſtice; nor does their 
way of ſtating it at all ſtrike at the juſtice 
of God. They ſuppoſe, that God, in the 


. act of preterition, confider'd the objects of 
8 it, as not yet created and fallen, and deter- 
: min'd, when created to leave them to 
3 their own will, and deny them that grace 
D which he is nor obliged ro give: and 
. where's the injuſtice of all this? But then, 


though they do not premiſe ſin to the con- 
ſideration of the act of preterition, yet 
they always premiſe it to the decree of 
damnation; which this author, as is ge- 
nerally done, confounds together. They 
ſay, That as God damns no man, but for 
ſin, ſo he decreed to damn no man, but 
for ſin: and ſurely this cannot be thought 
to ſtrike ſeverely againſt the juſtice of God. 
Tis true, they do not look upon fin to be 
the cauſe of the decree of reprobation, 
quoad actum volentis, which can only ” 

5 the 
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the will of God; but guoad res volitas, the 
cauſe of the thing willed, damnation, 
Beſides, this way of ſtating the decrees 
of election and reprobation, reſpecting 
men, can no more ſtrike at the juſtice of 
God, than the way of ſtating theſe decrees, 
reſpecting angels, does; which cannot be 
done in another way: for the elect angels 
could never be conſider'd as fallen; and 
therefore the other angels, who were paſ- 
{ed by, and rejected at the ſame time, muſt” 
be rejected as creatures only, and not as 
ſinful creatures; unleſs it can be thought 
that the angels were not choſen and paſſed 
by at the ſame time, nor then conſider'd 
in a like ſtate; and that God choſe ſome 
of them upon their foreſeen holineſs and 
obedience, and rejected the reſt upon their 
foreſeen rebellion and diſobedience ; and if 
ſo, why may not the election and rejecti- 
on of men, be thought to proceed upon 
the ſame foot? Which none, that I know 
of, will come into, but ſuch that are in; 
the Arminian ſcheme. This theme, our 
author ſays, he has been always cau- 
tious of meddling with, leſt he ſhould 
darken counſel for want of knowledge; 
and it is pity he meddled with it now, 
fince he diſcovers ſo much ignorance of it: 
who can forbear thinking of the common 
proverb? Thus having 'conſider'd what he 

0 D 2 calls 


20 Truth De ſended. 
calls the foundation doctrine of the Supra- 
lapſarians, he proceeds, pI | 


II. To examine ſome of che dodtrines * 
which grow from this root, as the natural 
offspring of it, and appear with the ſame 


complexion ; and begins, 


1. Wirth their doctrine of eternal juſtifi- 
cation. What this author ſays, Tam perſwa- 
ded, will never meet with general credit, 
That eternal juſtification is the natural off- 
ſpring of the Supralapſarian doctrine, re- 
—_ the objects of election, not confider- 
ed as fallen creatures. He goes all along, 
I obſerve, upon a falſe notion, that what- 
ever is thought, or ſaid to be done in eter- 
nity, is a Supralapſarian doctrine: where- 
as, the Sublapſarians themſelves allow ele- 
Gion to be from eternity, before the 
foundation of the world, and ſo before the 
fall of Adam, though not without the con- 
ſideration of it, and in this they differ from 
the Supralapſarians. I know a Reverend 
Divine, now living in this city of London, 
who, if I miſtake not, reckons himſelf a- 
mong the Supralapſarians, and ſays, That 
they dig deepeſt into the goſpel; and yet 
is a ſtrenuous oppoſer of juſtification from 
eternity, and even before faith: on the 
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other hand, there have been fome who 
have thought, that the object of election 
is man fallen, and yet have been for 
juſtification before faith. For my own 
part, I muſt confeſs, I never conſider'd 
juſtification from eternity, any other than 
a Sublapſarian doEtrine, proceeding up- 
on the ſuretyſhip-engagements of Chritt, 
and his future fatisfagion and righte- 
ouſneſs; upon which foot the Old Teſta- 
ment ſaints were openly juſtified, and 
went to hedven long before the ſatisfa- 
ction was really made, or the juſtifying 
rightequſneſs brought in; and, indeed, if 
the objects of juſtification are the ungodly, 
as the ſcripture repreſents them to be, they 
muſt be conſider'd as fallen creatures. 
However, if the doctrine of eternal juſtifi- 
cation is the natural offspring of the for- 
mer, and appears with the ſame complexi- 
on, and is to be maintained with equal 
force of argument, we have no reaſon to 
be aſhamed of it; and I am ſure we have 
no reaſon to be in any pain on the account 
of the oppoſition this doughty writer 
makes unto it : he ſays, we have exceeded 
all the bounds of revelation in our enqui- 
- ries after it, and then barely mentions 
three or four places of ſcriptures, which 
ſpeak of juſtification by faith; and con- 
cludes, that therefore there is no juſtifica- 
tion before it; an extraordinary way of 

arguing 
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anguing indeed! when juſtification by 
faich no ways contradicts juſtification be- 
fore it; nay, juſtification perceived, known, 
enjoyed by faith, ſuppoſes juſtification be- 
1 fore it; for how ſhould any have that 
'F ſenſe, perception, and comfort of their 
| juſtification by ir, if there was no juſtifi- 
F cation before it? He proceeds to obſerve 
the order or chain of falvation, in Rom. 
3 viii. 30. where calling 1s repreſented as 
prior to juſtification ; an objection I have 
formerly anſwer'd in my Doctrine of juſti- 
4 fication *, to which I refer the reader, and 
1 take the opportunity of obſerving, that 
of neither this author, nor any other, have 
4 attempted to anſwer the arguments there 
made uſe of in favour of juſtification. be- 
fore faith: I will not ſay they are unan- 
0 fwerable; but I may ſay, that as yet they 
5 are unanſwered : this author, if he pleaſes, 
may try what he can do with them, and it 
might have been expected in this his per- 
formance; but inſtead of this, he ſets 
himſelf, with all his might, againſt ſome 
other doctrines, which he repreſents as 
Supralapſarian, as calculated to favour the 
ſcheme of eternal juſtification, and as 
branches of it, as, 
1. That God was eternally reconciled 
to the elect; and that no ſcripture can be 
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Truth De ſended. 23 
produced to prove that the Lord Jeſus did 
come to procure reconciliation for them; 
and that where- ever Chriſt is ſaid to make 
peace by his blood, it is to be underſtood 
only of his reconciling the ſinner to God.“ 
Whether he refers to any thing that has 
been publiſh'd, or dropp'd in private con- 
verſation, or who the perſons are, that 
affirm this, I know not: I greatly fear he 
has both miſrepreſented their words and 
meaning. I muſt own I never heard of 
any ſuch thing as an eternal reconciliation 
of God to the elect. Reconciliation ſup- 
poſes former friendſhip, a breach of it, 
and a conciliation of 15 again; which is 
inconſiſtent with the everlaſting, invari- 
able and unchangeable love of God to them. 
God was indeed from everlaſting reconciling 
not himſelf to the world, but the world of 
his ele& 20 41mſelf ©; that is, drawing the 
ſcheme and model of their reconciliation 
by Chriſt, or ſettling the way and manner 
in which reconciliation, atonement, and 
ſatisfaction for their fins, ſhould be made; 
and accordingly made a covenant of peace 
with his Son, appointed him to be their 
peace, and in the fulneſs of time ſent him 
to make peace by the blood of his croſs, and 
laid upon him e chaſtiſement of their 
peace; and who has actually made recon- 
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24 Truth De ſended. 
riliation for their fins, and ſo they, even 
when enemies, were actually reconciled, 
that is, their fins were actually expiated 
and atoned for to God, by the death of bis 
Son. This is the doctrine of reconcilia- 
tion the ſcriptures ſpeak of, and which I 
never knew before was ever reckoned a Su- 
2 doctr ine: for ſurely reconci- 
iation, atonement or ſatisfaction for fin, 
which are ſynonymous terms, expreſſive 
of the ſame thing, muſt ſuppoſe perſons 
finners herein concerned. Let it be farther 
obſerved, that God from all eternity loved 
his ele& with an invariable love; that he 
never entertained any hatred of chem, or 
was at enmity with them; that there is no 
ſuch thing as a change in God from hatred 
to love, any more than from love to ha- 
tred; that our Lord Jeſus Chriſt did not 
by his atoning ſacrifice procure his father's 
love to the elect, ſeeing his being a propi- 
tiation for ſin was a fruit, effect, and evi- 
dence of that love. Agreeably, the ſcrip- 
tures never ſpeak of God's being reconciled 
to his ele& either in eternity or in time, 
but of their being reconciled to him; and 
not ſo much of the reconciliation of their 
perſons, as of a reconciliation for their 
fins; whereby their perſons are reconciled, 
not to the love and affections of God, which 
they always ſhared in, but to the juſtice of 
God, which inſiſted upon a ſatisfaction to 

| a 
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a broken law; which being given, both 
love and juſtice are reconciled together, 
righteouſneſs and peace kiſs each other, in 
the affair of their ſalvation. Now there: 
is nothing in this doctrine of reconciliation 
that is oppoſite, . 

(I.) To the lin-offerings and peace- offers 
ings under the law; ſince theſe were made 
to the God of Iſrael tor the people of I, 
rael, whom God loved above all people 
that were upon the face of the earth, and. 
were typical of that atoning ſacrifice, in 
which indeed were diſcovered the ſevereſt 
reſentment of juſtice againſt ſin, and yet 
the cleareſt evidence of ſtrong love and 
affections to perſons then enemies, and 
deſtitute of love to God: Herein tis love, 
not that we loved God, but that he loved us, 
and ſent his Son to be the Propitiation for. 
our fins. In this both type and antitype 
agree, that the reconciliation is not of 
God to men, but for men to God; though 
this author ſays, © * it is paſt all diſpute, 
that the party to be reconciled is God ;” 
when it is the very thing in diſpute be- 
tween us. It is no where ſaid of the ſa- 
crifices of the law, that God was recon- 
ciled by them to the people of 1/rael; 
and it is no where ſaid of the ſacrifice of 
Chriſt, the antitype of them, that God is by 
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it reconciled to his elect; though I am 
content that God ſhould be ſaid to be re- 
conciled to his ele by the death of Chriſt, 
provided no more is meant by it than ſa- 
tisfying of his juſtice, not a conciliating or 
procuring his love and favour. The au- 
thor's reaſoning on the denial of this, that 
the reconciliation muſt be made to the 
houſe of 1/rael, or for the God of T/rael, 
or with the ſinner or the ſin, is ſo ſtupid 
and ſenſeleſs, that it deſerves no conſide- 
ration. 3 

( 2.) Nor does this doctrine, which de- 
nies that Chriſt came to reconcile God to 
ſinners, oppoſe, as is ſuggeſted “, what is 
propheſied of him in the Old Teſtament, 
or what is affirmed of his performance in 


of him, that God ſhould make bis foul an 
offering for fin *, and it is affirmed of him, 
that he gave himſelf for us, an offering and 
a ſacrifice to God“; yet it is neither ſaid 
that he ſhould, or that he did do this for 
the elect, to remove any enmity in the 
heart of God againſt them, or to turn any 
hatred of his into love towards them, or 
ro purchaſe and procure the love and af- 
fections of God for them: ſo far from this, 
that becauſe they had a peculiar ſhare in 
the love and affections both of the Father 
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and the Son, the Father made the ſoul of 
his Son an offering for them, and the Son 
gave himſelf an offering unto God on their 
account. The Old Teſtament ſays, that 
the Lord is well-pleaſed for bis righteouſneſs 
ſake; he will magnify the law, and make it 
honourable *; and the New Teſtament ſays, 
that Chriſt has ſo loved his, that he has 
grven himſelf for them, an offering and a” 
ſdecrifice to God, for a ſweet-ſmelling ſa- 
vour *; but neither the one nor the other 
ſay, that either God was to be, or that he 
is hereby reconciled to his elect, or they 
hereby ingratiated into his affections. What 
is written in Col. i. 20. 1 Cor. xv. 3. Heb. ii. 17. 
Col. ii. 14. Epb. i. 7. perfectly agree with 
the doctrine of reconciliation I am now 
contending for; nor does this oppoſe that 
plain ſcripture, Rom. v. 1. Therefore being 
juſtified by faith, we have peace with God, 
through our Lord Jeſus. We have no need 
to remove the ſtop in the text; though 
how this author dare venture to alter the 
reading of it, and render the words peace 
in God, or what is his reaſon for it, I know 
not, The peace the text ſpeaks of, does 
not deſign the peace, reconciliation, and 
atonement made by the blood of Chriſt, 
but the effect of it; even an jnward con- 

ſcience peace, which believers have with 
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tend to fruſtrate the great and important 
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God, or God-ward, through Chriſt the 
donor of it, ſpringing and ariſing from 
faich's apprehending an intereſt in the ju- 
ſtifying righteouſneſs of the Son of God. 

(3.) Nor does this doctrine leſſen, or 


ends of our Saviour's ſufferings and death, 
as this author attempts to prove. The 
ends of his ſufferings and death were to 
bring the elect to God, ro make reconcilia- 
tion for their ins, to reconcile them to 
God; and accordingly they were, even 
when enemies, reconciled to God by the death 
of bis Son. Where does the ſcripture ever 
repreſent the end of Chriſt's ſufferings and 
death to be to reconcile God to his elect ; 
that is, to remove any enmity in his heart 
againſt them, or to procure: for them his 
love and favour? but on the contrary, it 
repreſents the ſufferings and death of Chriſt 
as fruits and evidences of his matchleſs and 
ſurprizing love to them. God commendetb 
his love towards us, in that while we were 
yet finners, Chriſt died for us. The do- 
ctrines of reconciliation and juſtification 
thus viewed in the light of ſcripture, can 
never claſh with the ſatisfaction of Chriſt, 
nor tend to leſſen and fruſtrate it; ſince 
reconciliation is no other than ſatisfaction 
and atonement to the juſtice of God, and 
b Superlapſarian Scheme, p. 19. 89 Pet. iii. 18. 
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juſt iſication proceeds upon the foot of ſa- 
tisfaction, and everlaſting righteouſneſs. 
Nor is there room or reaſon for that ſtupid 
inference and concluſion, that becauſe 
Chriſt came to reconcile finners to God, 
therefore he became an offering to the fin- 
ner, and not to God. There is a twofold 
reconciliation the ſcriptures ſpeak of; the 
one is obtained by the price of Chriſt's 
blood, the other by the power of his grace; 
you have them both in one text, Rom. v. 10. 
Por if when we were enemies we Were recon- 
ciled to God by the. death of his Son, much 
more being reconciled, we ſhall be ſaved by 
bis life. The meaning of which is; thac 
if, when the elect of God were in a ſtate 
of nature, and ſo of enmity to God, atone- 
ment was made for their fins by the ſacri- 
fice and death of Chriſt, which is ſtrongly 
expreſſive of the amazing love of God to 
them; then much more being by the ſpirit 
and grace of God reconciled to this way 
of peace, pardon, atonement, life and ſal- 
vation, they ſhall be ſaved, through the 
interceding life of their Redeemer. | 
(4.) This doctrine, as it has been ſtated, 
does not render the offices of Chriſt, as 
mediator, interceſſor and high-prieſt, need- 
leſs, yea, of none effect; unleſs this author 
can imagine, according to his own ſcheme, 
that it is the /o/e work of the mediator, in- 
terceſſor and high-prieſt, to reconcile God 
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to the elect. This we indeed fay is 10 
part of his work, in ſuch ſenſe, as to con- 
Ciliate the love and favour of God to them ; 
but does it follow, from hence, that his 
office is needlels, and of none effect? Is 
It not needful, to reconcile the ele& to 
God, to make reconciliation for their ſins? 
Is he noc uſeful, as mediator, to be their 
advocate and interceſſor, their way of ac- 
ceſs to God, and acceptance with him, and 
of conveyance of all the bleſſings of che 
covenant of grace to them, whence he is 
called the mediator of it? I would alſo 
aſk this author, if he thinks when God is 
reconciled to the elect by che death of his 
Son, or rather when they believe; for it 
ſeems there is no reconciliation before faith 


in Chriſt, the blood, ſacrifice and death 


of Chriſt will not effect it, according to 
theſe men, till faith has given the finiſh- 
ing ſtroke; I ſay, I aſk this author, whe- 
ther he thinks that the office of Chriſt, as 
mediator, ceaſes? for, according to his 
way of reaſoning, it ſhould ceaſe, when 
reconciliation is really made. Whereas 
Chriſt, after believing as well as before, 
is the mediater between God and man, and 
ever lives to make interceſſion for us.. We 
are able to prove that Chriſt was fet up as 
mediator from everlaſting ; that his media- 


* 1 Tim. ii. 5. Heb. vii. 25. 
tion 


Truth Defended. 31 
tion was always neceſfary, and ever will 
be; that as he is the medium of all grace 
now to us, he will be the medium of all 

lory to all eternity. To conclude this 
Bead; our author * ſeems to be convinced 
that Yohn i ii. 16. expreſſes the love of God 
to his elect, antecedent to his giving and 
ſending of his Son to be the propitiatory 
ſacrifice; ſince he does not attempt to 
offer any thing againſt the expoſition, or 

to give another ſenſe of it. | 
2. Another branch of their (the 54. 
pralapſarians) eternal juſtification, is ſaid ® 
to be their refuſing to pray for the pardon 
of fin, any otherwiſe than the manifeſtation” 
of it to their conſciences.“ Strange! that 
pardon of fin ſhould be a branch of eter- 
nal juſtification, when it is a diſtinct bleſ- 
ſing from it; as, I think, T have ſuffici- 
ently made to appear in my treatiſe v con- 
cerning it: ſtranger ſtill ! that refuſing to 
fray tor it ſhould be deemed a branch of 
it: and what is of all moſt wonderful is, 
that this ſhould be reckon'd a Supralap- 
ſarian point, when pardon of fin ſuppoſes 
fin, and fin ſuppoſes the fall; and whether 
it is to be conceived of as in the divine 
mind, from eternity, or as paſſing into 
ſucceſſive acts in time, as men fin, or as 
manifeſted ro their conſciences, the ob- 

f Superlap/ſarian Scheme, E Ib. p. 28. 

b Doris of Juſtification, 1 3, <, 15 N 
jects 


jects of it cannot be conſider'd other wiſe 
than as ſinners, fallen creatures; and there- 
fore is a Sublapſarian, and not a Supra- 
lapſarian doctrine. Is this man qua- 
lified to examine the Supralapſarian 
icheme?.. He proceeds to try this practice 
of refuſing. to pray for the pardon of fin, 


any otherwiſe than the manifeſtation of it 


to the conſcience, by the example of the 
holy men of God, and by the advice and 
direction of our bleſſed Lord and Saviour. 
He might have ſpared the pains he has 
taken in collecting the inſtances of pray- 
ing for the pardon of fin, fince the queſti- 
on is not, whether the ſaints, in any ſenſe, 
ſhould pray for it; for we allow, that 
they have done it, that they are directed 
to it, and ſhould do it; but the queſtion. 
is, in what ſenſe they have done it, and 
ſhould do it? Now we apprehend, that 
when believers pray for the pardon of fin, 
that their ſenſe and meaning is not, nor 
ſhould it be, as if the blood of Chriſt ſhould 
be ſhed again for the remiſſion of fin, or 
as if compleat pardon was not procured by 
it, or as though this was to be obrained by 
their praying, tears, humiliation, and re- 
pentance, or that any new act of pardon 
ſhould ariſe in the mind of God, and be 
afreſh paſſed ; but when they pray in this 
manner, their meaning is, either that God 
would, in a providential way, deliver 

5 them 


- 
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them out of preſent diſtreſs; or avert thoſe 
troubles. and ſorrows they might - juſtly 
feat; or; that they might have the ſenſe 
and manifeſtation of pardon to their ſouls, 
freſh ſprinklings of the blood of Jeſus, 
and renewed applications of it to their 
conſciences; and this, we believe, is both 
their duty and intereſt to do daily, ſince 
they are daily ſinning againſt. God, grie- 
ving his ſpirit, and wounding cheir own 
conſciences ', The inſtance of the Apo- 
ſtle's adviſing Simon Magus to pray, is 
not to pray particularly for the pardon of 
ſin, or that the evil thought of his heart 
might be forgiven him, as this author ſug- 
geſts *; but to repent and pray in general: 
and this is added by way of encourage- 
ment, I perhaps the thought of thine beart 
may be forgiven thee, However, I will 
not contend with him about ic, ſince no- 
thing in this controverſy depends upon it. 
He goes on to obſerve, that, 


« The third branch of their eternal 
juſtification is, that God loved and de- 
lighted in the elect as much while in their 


ſinful ſtare, and in the height of their re- 
bellion againſt his laws, as when they are 
converted, and made obedient to his ways,” 


That God loves his elect, and delights in 


them, as conſidered in Chriſt, and ſo 


r. 28. 
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i See my Diſcourſe on Prayer, P. 27, 28. * P. 2 
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a8 juſtified in him before the foundation of 
the world, I firmly believe; and which is 
far from being a licentious wy of talking, 
or from being any contradiction to the 
holineſs of God : but that his love to them, 
and delight in them as ſuch, thould be 4 
branch of their eternal juſtification, is what 
I confeſs I never was acquainted with be- 
fore; and what is more news ſtill, is, that 
this /purious tenet, as this author in his 
great wiſdom and modeſty calls it, is builr 
upon eternal union with Chriſt, which he 
repreſents as a falſe and ſandy foundation ; 
wheteas the perſons he oppoſes, conſider 
the everlaſting love of God to his ele& as 
the foundation, yea, the bond of their 
eternal union. Of this one would think 


he could not be ignorant; but really every 


page, and almoſt every line, diſcover ſuch 
ſtupidity and ignorance, that it is not at 
all to be marvelled at. He goes on, in his 
former way, to conſider this tenet of God's 
loving and delighting in his elect, while 


in their unconverted eſtate with the reſt, 


as a Supralapſarian point; and which he 
calls a common maxim of the Superlap- 


_ ſarians., I intreat this author, for God's 
ſake, that he would never more attempt 


to write about Sapralapſarian principles, 
or to try and examine the Supralapſarian 
ſcheme, until ſome of his friends, patrons, 


or editors, have better informed him con- 


cerning 


— * 2 . Wa 


Truth De ſended. 35 
cerning them. What, is this a Supralap- 
ſarian tenet, that God loves and delights 
in his elect while in their ſinful ſtate, and 
in the height of their rebellion? Surely 
theſe Eren muſt be conſidered as ſinners, 
as fallen creatures; and therefore as this 
author has ſtared the point, it muſt be a 
Sublapſarian, and not a Supralapſerian 
one. Had he indeed reprefented it as our 
ſenſe, that God loved and delighied in his 
ele, as in Chriſt from all eternity, above 
the fall, and without any conſideration of 
it, he had done us more juſtice; and this 
would have bid fair to have been deemed 
a Supralapſarian point: but this would 
not have anſwered his wicked deſign; I 
can call it no other, which is to ſuggeſt 
to weak minds that God loves and delights 
in the ſins and rebellions of his ele, or 
loves and delights in them conſidered as 
ſinners, and rebellious perſons ; things we 
abhor, as much as he: for what elſe can 
reflect diſhonour on the Chriſtian religion, 
or ſtrike at the doctrine of God's holineſs, 
or ſtand diamerrically oppoſite to all pra- 
ctical godlineſs, or oppole thoſe ſcriptures 
which ſpeak of God as hating fin, and ab- 
horring the workers of iniquity? Not the 
doctrine of God's loving and delighting in 
his ele, as conſidered in Chriſt, in whom 
they cannot be conſidered otherwiſe than 
as holy and righteous. We know that men 
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in an unconverted ſtate cannot pleaſe God, 
that is, do thoſe things which are well- 
pleaſing to him ; and yet their perſons may 
be acceptable in his ſight, not as confider*d 
in themſelves; for ſo they cannot be, even 
after converſion, notwithſtanding all their 
humiliations, repentance, tears, ' prayers, 
and ſervices; but as conſidered in Chriſt, 
in whom, and in whom alone, they are 
the objects of God's love and delight. 
Burt it ſeems we are to hear of this again 
and therefore at preſent I ſhall rake my 
leave of it, till we know what he has far- 
ther to object. 

4. He proceeds ® to prove, chat theſe 
authors (the Szpralapſarians) in order to 
ſupport their doctrine of eternal juſtifica- 
tion, have very unjuſtly affirmed that our 
bleſſed Saviour was by imputation a ſinner ; 
yea, that he became very fin.” I ſhall 
content my ſelf in making ſome general 
obſervations upon his long harangue on 
this head, which will ſerve to diſcover his 
weakneſs and i ignorance. | 

(1.) I obſerve, that as his ticle-page pro- 
miſes an examination of ſome doctrines in 
the Supralapſarian ſcheme, and his aſſu- 
rance leads him on; ſo, according to his 
uſual way, he affirms that the doctrine of 
Chriſt's being made fin, or a finner by im- 


= Superlapſarian Scheme, p. 31, 32. 


putation, 


* 
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putation, or of the imputation of ſin to 
Chriſt, is a dodrine in the Supralapſarian 
ſcheme, or a Supralapſarian notion: 
whereas imputation of ſin ſuppoſes ſin, 
and that ſuppoſes the fall; wherefore the 
rſons whole fins were imputed to Chriſt, 
and in whoſe room and ſtead he bore them, 
muſt be conſfider'd as ſinners and fallen 
creatures. And hence it appears to be a 
Sublapjarian, and not a Supralapſarian 
doctrine. 
 (2.) I take notice of the unfair and diſ- 
ingenuous dealing of this writer. He firſt 
propoſes to prove, that it is unjuſtly af- 
firmed that Chriſt was by imputation a ſin- 
ner, and immediately alters the ſtate of the 
queſtion, and repreſents it as the notion of 
the Supralapſarians, that Chriſt was really 
the ſinner, and made truly and properly ſin, 
and made ſin, or a ſinner, in a proper 
ſenſe ®; whereas though with Dr. Cri/þ 
we affirm, that there was a real tranſaction, 
a real imputation of fin to Chriſt, and that 
he really bore the ſins of his people in the 
Proteſtant ſenſe, as oppoſed to that of the 
Papiſts, who ſneeringly call every thing 
imputed, putative, fantaſtic and imaginary, 
with whom our author ſeems to join: but 


then we ſay that Chriſt is only the ſinner 


by imputation, or was only made fin this 


a Ibid. p. 33» 37, 48. 
_ way; 
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way; not that ſin was inherently in him, 
or that it was committed by him; in which 
ſenſe only he. can be truly, properly, and 


| really the ſinner. And this i is what Dr. Criſp 


himſelf ſays, and that in the very paſſage 
this man takes upon him to confute: 
Chriſt, ſays he, flands a finner in God's eyes ; 
though not as the actor of tranſgreſſions, yet 
as he was the ſurety. This obſervatian 
alone is ſufficient to ſet afide all the trifling 
and impertinent reaſonings of this writer 
on this head, We are not afraid, nor 


aſhamed to ſay, that Chriſt was made ori- 
ginal and actual fin in this ſenſe ; that is 


to ſay, that original fin, and the actual 
fins of God's people, were imputed to 
Chriſt, and he bore them, and made ſa- 
tisfaction to juſtice for them: Nor can we 
obſerve any abſurdity in deſcending to par- 
ticulars, and ſaying that the ſwearing, the 
lying, blaſphemy, Cc. of God's elect, were 
laid upon him, imputed to him, and he 
rook them upon him, and bore them away. 
Nor does this refle& upon the holineſs of 
God, as this man ſuggeſts , in making his 
Son by imputation the worſt thing that 
ever was in the world; ſince there never 
was any one thing in the world which ſo 
much diſcovers the holineſs of God, and 
ſtrictneſs of his juſtice, than his giving his 


| * Superlapſarian Scheme, p. 39, 40 7 
Son 
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$0n' to be the propitiation for our fins 3 
which coufd not be done without the im- 
putation of them to him: Nor does this 
act of imputation make God the author of 
ſin, any more than the imputation of the 
tighteouſneſs of Chriſt makes the Father 


the author of that righteouſneſs; nor does 
this reflect diſhonour, either on the divine 
of human nature of Chtiſt, fince neither 
of them can be defiled with ſin; but, on 
the other hand, ſer ves much to expreſs the 
wondrous love, grace, and condeſcenſion 
of Chriſt, that be who knew 10 fin, ſhould 
be made fin for us, 

(3.) I obſerve the cinta of the man, 
in repreſenting the doctrine of the impu- 
tation of ſin to Chriſt; or his being made 
fin by imputation, as vile and ridiculous, 
and equally as pernicious as Tranſubjtans 
tration®; a ſcheme not to be freed from 
inexplicable perplexaties, and vile nonſenſe *; 
calling it ridiculous dottrine, ſpurious ſtuff, 
yea, blaſphemy *; when it is the doctrine 
of our reformers, of all found Proteſtant 
divines, never denied by any but Socinians 
and Ar mini ans, or ſuch as are inclined to 
them: Wherefore had he thought fic ro 
have rejected it, yet for the ſake of ſo many 
valuable men who have eſpouſed it, he 
ought co have treated it with decency, 


v Thid, p. 37, 39, 55+ 4 P. 46. F. 47. 
48, 49. x \ 
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40 Truth Defended. 
Nor can I paſs by his rude treatment of 
Dr. Criſp and Mr. Huſſey; the one he re- 
preſents as guilty of blaſphemy, or ſome- 
thing like it, and an addle-headed man, 
that knew not what he wrote*®; and the 
other, as a ridiculous writer © ; when they 
were both, in their day and generation, 
men of great piety and learning, of long 
ſtanding, and much uſefulneſs in the 
church of Chriſt ; whoſe name and me- 
mory will be dear and precious to the 
ſaints, when this writer, and his pam- 
phlet, will be remember'd no more. 

(4.) I obſerve, this author treats the do- 
ctrine of Chriſt's being a ſinner by impu- 


tation, as a novel doctrine ”, and em- 


braced by men of a vehement thirſt after 
novelty, I have already hinted, that this 
was the doctrine of the firſt reformers, 
and all ſound Proteſtant divines, that our 
fins were imputed to Chriſt, and Chriſt's 
righteouſneſs imputed to us. This was 
the faith of the ancient church, in the firſt 
ages of Chriſtianity, as appears from a 
paſſage of Fuſtin Martyr , one of the 
moſt early Chriſtian writers extant : © What 
elſe, ſays he, ſpeaking of Chriſt, could 
cover our fins, but his righteouſneſs? In 
whom, could we tranſgreſſors and ungod- 
ly, be juſtified, than in the only Son of 
1 Superlapſarian Scheme, p. 38, 47, 50. -* Ib. p. 52. 

u Ibid. p. 37, 49. Epiſt. ad Diognet. p. 500. 
139 | God? 


Truth De fended. 1 4 


God? Q T1; yAunaes avlarnay, O ſiveet 
change! O vnſearchable performance! 
O unexpected benefits! Ivz awpir per 
PAK w Oro ν˖N¶ Hen; That the rranſe 
greſſion of many ſhould be hid in one righte- 
ous perſon; and the righteouſneſs of one 
juſtify many tranſgreſſors. Yea, ſome of 
the ancient writers have expreſſed them- 
ſelves in terms full as exceptionable as 
what Dr. Cri/þ has made uſe of : ſo Chry- 
atom; *© Tev yee I ixatoy £momoy * H 
Aov ; for he hath made that righteous one 
a inner, that he might make finners 
righteous : indeed he does not ſay ſo, 
AAX o avAnw pay mv, but what was much 
more; for he does not expreſs the habit, 
but the quality; he does not fay, he 
made him a ſinner, but fia it ſelf, that we 
might be made, he does not ſay righteous, 
bur righteouſneſs, even the righteouſneſs 
of God.” So Oecumenius ; * Chriſt, ſays 
he, Hy opo9%pa auaplorn@., was the great 
inner, ſeeing he took upon him the fins of 
the whole world, and made them his own.” 
80 Auſtin *; He, i. . Chriſt, is fin, as 
we are righteouſneſs; not our own, bur 
God's; not in our ſelves, but in him; 
ficut ipſe peccatum, non ſuum ſed noſtrum, 
even as he himſelf is ſin; not his own, 
but ours; not in himſelf, but in us.” Some 
In 2 Cor. Homil. 11. In Heb. ix. p. 845. 
*Enchirid. c. 41. ä 
1 CG of 


42 Truth Defended, 
of them have been very expreſs, as to 
Chriſt's bearing the filth of fin; particu- 
larly Gregory of Nyſſa; „For, ſays he*, 
ſpeaking of Chriſt, Meſæ Seis ya me g5 exvlov 
ro Towv e epuzplioy gt, having trans 
flated to himſelf the filth of my fins, he im- 
parted to me his own purity, and made 
me a partaker of his beauty.” And in ano- 
ther place“, ſays he, The pure and 
harmleſs one, Toy Ti; avIparng Quotes 
x i gvrev, took upon him, or re- 
ceived the filth of human nature; and 
paſſing through all our poverty, came to 


the trial of death it ſelf.”” And elſewhere®. 


he ſays, 0 Purity Was, t 7 2 ro, 
in our filth; but the filth did not touch 
that purity;“ meaning, that the holy na- 
ture of Chriſt was not defiled by it. I 
ſhall not now take notice of ſome later 
writers; perhaps I may hereafter : I ho 

this will be ſufficient to clear the doctrine 
from the charge of novelty. n 


(g.) I cannot overlook the wretched va- 


nity and ignorance of the man about 
tropes and figures. Though I cannot but 
think his learned friend, or friends, who 
had the ſuperviſal of his per formance, have 
been far from acting the kind, faithful, 
and friendly part, in ſuffering him to ex- 


In Cant. Homil. 2. p. 401. De Beatitud. 
wages p. 767. © In Diem. Nat. Chriſt. p. 787. 
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poſe himſelf as he has done; he tells us, 
That © it is very evident, that all the 
ſcriptures that they (Dr. Criſp, and others) 
depend upon as plain proofs that Chriſt 
was made very fin for us, are metonomies, 
which is a figure frequently to be met with 
in the Bible; and then by an aſteriſk, 
we are directed to the margin, where, for 
che ſake of the poor, illiterate Supralapſa- 
rians, a definition is given of a metonymy, 
which is this; © A metonomy is a chang- 
ing, or putting one thing, or more, for 
another:” And ſays he, in the body of his 
work, Sometimes you have the cauſe for 
the effect, and ſomerimes the effect put for 
the cauſe; and among the inſtances, he 
produces this is one, that wnbeltef 15 put for 
faith, Now, not to take notice that a 
metonymy 1s a trope, and not a figure, 
nor of his miſcalling it metonomy, inſtead 
of metonymy, which might have been 
thought to have been an error of the preſs, 
but that it is ſo often repeated; I ſay, not 
to take notice of theſe things; he ſays, A 
metonomy is à changing, or putting one 
thing, or more; for another ; but ſurely it 
is not a changing, or putting ary one 
thing for another; it looks as if he thought 
ſo, ſeeing, among his examples, he makes 
unbelief to be put for faitb. There is a 


1 Superl. Scheme, p. 35, 36. | 
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metonymy of the cauſe and effect, ſubject 
and adjunct, but never of contraries ; as 
grace and in, vice and virtue, faith and 
unbelief are: this looks more like the fi- 
gure antipbrafis, than the trope metonymy. 
Our author, by his new figure in rbetoric, 
will be able, in a very beautiful manner, 
to bring off the vileſt of creatures, that 
call evil good, and good evil; that put 
darkneſs for light, and ligbt for darkneſs ; 
that put bitter for ſweet, and ſweet for 
bitter. Let me aſk this author, ſince he 
has put this inſtance among his examples 
of a metonymy of the cauſe for the effect, 
and of the effe& for the cauſe ; let me, I 
fay, aſk him, whether he thinks unbelief 
is the cauſe of faith, or faith the cauſe of 
unbelief; and ſeeing he has got ſuch -a 
good hand at metonymies, we will try 
what uſe he can make of chem in explain- 
ing the ſcriptures in this controverſy. 

(6.) The ſcriptures made uſe of to prove 
the imputation of fin ro Chriſt, or that 
Chriſt was made fin by imputation, are, 
2 Cor. v. 21. T/a, liii. 6. Now our au- 
thor “ hopes to make it plain, chat theſe 
{ſcriptures are as truly figurative texts as 
thoſe are that repreſent Chriſt to be a lion, 
a ſtar, a door, a rock, a vine, Sc. and 
oblerves, that. all the ſcriptures depended 


* Ia. v. 2057 Sperl. Scheme, p. 35. 
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on as plain proofs, that Chriſt was made 
very ſin for us, are metonomies,” But he 
ſhould have obſerved, that the ſcriptures 
which ſpeak of Chriſt as a lion, a ſtar, a 
door, a rock, a vine, &c. are metaphors, 
and not metonymies ; and could he pro- 
duce any, where Chriſt is faid to be made 
a lion, a ſtar, a door, a rock, a vine, &c, 
there would appear a greater likefieſs be- 
tween them, and ſuch a text which ſays, 
he was made fin for us: he fancies * the do- 
arine of tranſubſtanciation is as well ſup- 
ported by ſcripture as this doctrine ; that 
the conſtructions we put upon the texts in 
diſpute about it, are as grols as thoſe the 
Papiſts put on ſuch they produce in fa- 
vour of theirs; which is not very ſurpri- 
zing, ſince he ſeems to have an opinion 
of popiſh doctrines, and to be verging that 
way; for in one part of this performance 
of his, he frankly acknowledges, that he 
has no high opinion of popiſh doctrines, 
which ſuppoſes that he has an opinion of 
them, and begins, at leaſt, to think a lit- 
tle favourably of them, chough not very 
highly. Bur let us attend to the texts in 
diſpute; the firſt is, 2 Cor. v. 21. For be 
hath made him to de n for us, who knew 
no fin, that we might be made the righteouſ- 
neſs of God in bim; which, he * has 


® Ibid. p. 37. did. p. 125. 
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46 Truth Defended. 
been notoriouſly wreſted, and obſerves *, 
That © this text, in both parts of it, is 


 metonomically ſpoken, and is the cauſe put 


for the effect; and the native language of 
it is, that God made his dear Son a fin- 
offering for us, that we might partake' of 


the promiſed bleſſings, or the righteouſ- 


neſs of God in him.” Admitting the 
words are to be taken in a metonymical 
ſenſe, yea, that the meaning is, that 
Chriſt was made an offering for ſin; they 
are not a metonymy of the cauſe for the 
effect; for ſin is not the cauſe, though the 
occaſion of a fin-offering ; there might 
have been fin and no offering for it: offer- 
ing for fin is not an effect neceſſarily ari- 
fing from ir, but what purely depended 


on the will and pleaſure of God; but ta- 


king the words in the ſenſe of a fin-offer- 
ing, it is as Piſcator' obſerves, Per meto- 
nymiam ſubjefti occupantis in veteri Teſta- 
mento ujitatam. Beſides, this ſenſe of the 
words is ſo far from deſtroying the do- 
Etrine of the imputation of ſin to Chriſt, 
that it ſerves to confirm it: for as the ty- 
pical ſin-offerings under the law, had firſt 
the fins of the people put upon them by 
the prieſt, and typically imputed to them, 
and were bore by them, Lev. x. 17. before 
they could be offer'd for them; ſo our 


4 3 72747 „ 1 
* Superl. Scheme, p. 37, 38. In loc. 
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Lord Jeſus was firſt made fin, or had the 
ſins of his people imputed to him, or he 
could never have been made an offering 
for them. I deny, that /alva juſtitia Dei, 
conſiſtent with the juſtice of God, Chriſt, 
an innocent 'perſon, could ever bear even 
the puniſhment of our fins, or be made a 
ſacrifice for: them, or die for them, as he 
did, according to the ſcriptures, if they 
had not been imputed to him; puniſhment 
could never have been inflicted on him, if 
ſin had not been reckon'd to him. Though 
I ſee no reaſon why in, in one and the 
ſame ſentence here, ſhould have two dif- 
ferent meanings, as it muſt have, accord- 
ing to this ſenſe of them, be hath made 
him to be fin for us, who knew no fin : the 
word fin, laſt mention'd, cannot be meant 
of an offering for ſin; for it is not true, 
that Chriſt knew no ſin- offer ing, when 
multitudes had been offer'd up under the 
law; but the meaning is, that he never 
was guilty of fin; and yet he who never 
was guilty of fin, was made fo by impu- 
tation, 1. e. had the guilt of our fins im- 
puted to him ; which well agrees with, 
and may be confirmed by the latter part of 
the text, that we might be made the righte- 
ouſneſs of God in bim. Now. in the ſame 
way that we are made the righteouſneſs of 
God, was Chriſt made fin: we are made 
the righteouſneſs of God by imputation, 
— that 


48 Truth Defended. 
that is, the righteouſneſs of Chriſt, who is 
both God and man, is imputed to us; ſo 
Chriſt was made ſin by imputation, that 
is, our ſins were imputed to him. What 
this author ſays * concerning our being 
made the effects of God's righteouſneſs or 
faithfulneſs, I own, I cannot, for my life, 
form any idea of ; and though he has at- 
tempted to explain it, he has left it inex- 
plicable; I chuſe not to uſe his own. 
phraſe, inexplicable nonſenſe. Before I 
diſmiſs this text, T would take notice of 
one very extraordinary obſervation of this 
author's"; which is, That this way of 
reaſoning to prove Chriſt a ſinner, will 
prove that all men, that have the righte- 
ouſneſs of Chriſt imputed to them, are 
their own Saviours; his argument is this: 
« If by the imputation of our condemn- 
ing ſins to Chriſt he was made a ſinner, 
then, by the imputation of his ſaving 
righteouſneſs, we are made faviours.” 
But, with his leave, this does not follow; 
but the truth and force of the reaſoning 
ſtand thus: If by the imputation of our 
condemning ſins to Chriſt, he was made 
a ſinner, and condemned as ſuch, then, 
by the imputation of his righteouſneſs, 
we are made righteous, and ſaved as 
ſuch ; for not ſinner and ſaviour, but ſin- 


* Superl. Scheme, p. 41, 43. u Ibid. p. 49. 
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ner and righteous, ſalvation and condem- 
nation are the antitheſes. Give me leave 
to ſubjoin the ſenſe of two or three of our 
principal reformers, and ſound Proteſtant 
divines, of this paſſage of ſcripture, who 
wrote long before Dr. Criſp's time. Cal- 
vin upon the text ſays; How are we 
righteous before God? namely, as Chriſt 
was a /inner.; for, in ſome reſpects, he 
ſuſtained our perſon, that he might be- 
come guilty in our name, and, as a ſinner, 
be condemned, not for his own, but che 
offences of others ; ſeeing he was pure, and 
free from all fault, and underwent puniſh- 
ment due, not to himſelf, but to us: 
which agrees with what he ſays on Gal. 
iii. 13. Becauſe he ſuſtained our perſon, 
therefore he was a inner, and deſerving-of 
the curſe, not as in himſelf, but as in 
us.”. Beza on the place, has theſe words; 
That © the antitheſis requires, that rather 


Chriſt ſhould be ſaid to be made ſin for 


us, 1. e. 4 finner, not in himſelf, but on 


the account of the guz/f of all our fins, 
imtuted to him; of which the two goats 
were a figure, mention'd Lev. xvi.” Pi 
cator, as well as Beza, having mention'd 
the other ſenſe of Chriſt's being made a 
fin-oftering, adds, © Rather fin here, by 
a metonymy of the adjunct, ſignifies ſum- 
mum peccatorem, the chief ſinner; inaſ- 
much as all the fins of all the elect were im- 
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puted to Chriſt ; which expoſition the fol- 
lowing antitheſis. favours, That we might 
be made the righteouſneſs of God in him, i. e. 
righteous before God; namely, by a 
righteouſneſs obtained by the ſacrifice of 
Chriſt, imputed to us by God.” So that 
though the words may be taken in a meto- 
nymical ſenſe; yet they are not a metony- 
my of the cauſe for the effect, but a meto- 
nymy of the adjunct: ſo Scelus is put for 
Sceleſtus, by Latin authors, as bere ſin 
for the ſinner. I now proceed to what our 
author has to ſay to 1/a. liii. 6. The Lord 
hath laid on him the iniquity of us all. This 
text, he ſays , Dr. Cri/p makes the founda- 
tion of his ſeveral ſermons, to prove that 
our bleſſed Lord was made a ſinner, and 
ſays, that he very judiciouſly affirms, that 
it is the very fault, or tranſgreſſion it ſelf, 
that the Lord laid upon Chriſt ; but he 
purpoſes to make it plain, that he is miſta- 
ken in his opinion about this text, and that 
it was not the crime or fault, but the pu- 
niſhment due to us for our fins, that was 
laid upon Chriſt, which, he thinks, is evi- 
dent from ver. 5, 7. To which I reply; 
That the puniſhment due to us for fin, 
could not have been laid upon Chriſt, nor 
could he have been wounded for our tranſ- 
greſſions, or bruiſed for our fins, or have 

o Superlapſarian Scheme, p. 44. | 

been 


Truth De fended. 5 1 
been oppreſſed and afflicted, had he not 
had our ſins laid upon him, that is, impu- 
ted to him: nor is it inconfiſtent with the 
holineſs of God, to take either original ſin, 
or our actual ſins and tranſgreſſions, even 
particular ſins, and lay them upon Chriſt; 
fince this was done in order to ſhew his in- 
finite hol ineſs, bis indignation againſt ſin, 
and the ſtrictneſs and ſeverity of his ju- 
ſtice in the puniſhmenr of it; nor is this 
inconfiſtent with the nature of fin, nor any 
rude and extravagant way of thinking of 
it, which ſurely may as truly and proper- 
ly be put, or laid upon Chriſt, as the ini- 
quities and tranſgreſſions of the children 
of Iſrael in all their fins, which mean their 
very. crimes, were typically put and laid 
upon the ſcape goat. This writer goes 
on to obſerve, that the prophecy in 1/a; 
Hi. 4. Surely be bath borne our griefs, and 
carried our ſorrows, was fulfilled by our 
Lord's healing the diſeaſes of the people, 
Matt. viii. 16, 17. and argues, that it the 
text in Ja. liii. 4. is to be conſtrued in the 
fame method as the fixth and eleventh ver- 
ſes are, the conſequence will be, that our 
Lord bore the palſy of the Centurion's 
ſervant, and the fever of Peter's wife's 
mother: this, he thinks, will greatly 
hamper our ſcheme, ſo that we ſhall not 


P Ibid. p. 46. 
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be able to produce any thing conſiſtent 
with it, free from inexplicable perplexities 
and vile nonſenſe. But what reaſon can 
be given, why the expreſſions in the ſeve- 
ral places, ſhould: be interpreted in the 
ſame way ? What though our Lord, in his 
ſtate of incarnation, being a man of ſor- 
rows, and acquainted with griefs, is {aid to 
bear the griefs, and carry the ſorrows of men, 
becauſe he had compaſſion on them, and 
ſympathized with them in their ſickneſs, 
which put“ him upon healing of them, 
and in ſuch ſenſe, bore them as a parent 
bears the ſickneſſes of a child, or a huſ- 
band bears the infirmities of a wife; for 
we have not an high prieſt which cannot 
be touched with the feeling of our | infir= 
mities: does it therefore follow, that this 
muſt be the ſenſe of Chriſt's bearing our 
fins, when he ſuffer'd for them as our 
ſurety ? Can it be thought that he ſympa- 
thized with our fins, or with us, on the 
account of them, which put him upon 
ſuffering for them, as he is ſaid to bear 
or ſympathize with mens ſickneſſes and 
diſeaſes, or with them upon the account 
of them, which put him upon healing of 
ham? Buß | 
(79) The imputation of the filth of fin 
to Chriſt, and his bearing of it, would 
come next to be conſider'd; but our au- 
thor has not thought fic to make ule of 
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any arguments againſt it, and therefore I 
do not think my ſelf obliged to enlarge 
upon it; only would obſerve, that filth 
and guilt are inſeparable from fin; and 
therefore, if ſin is laid upon Chriſt, and im- 
puted to him, guilt and filth muſt be like- 
wiſe : nor can I fee how we can expect to 
be cleared of the one, and cleanſed from 
the other, unleſs Chriſt bore them both, 
when his ſoul was made an offering for 
fin, and his blood was ſhed to cleanſe from 
it. This writer would, indeed, be nib- 
bling at it, but knows not how to go a- 
bout it; and only cavils at ſome expreſ- 
fions of Mr. Huſſey's concerning it. Whe- 
ther, in P/al. c. 7. there is any alluſion to 
the brook Cedron, or Kidron, over which 
our Lord went into the garden, I will nor 
ſay ; but J ſee not why that black and un- 
clean brook, or common-ſewer, may not 
be an emblem of the pollutions and defile- 
ments of ſin; which being laid on Chriſt 
when he paſſed over that brook, made him 
ſo heavy an@ſore amazed in his human 
nature, as to defire the cup might paſs 
from him. As to what Mr. Huſſey ſays of 
our iniquities being put into this bitter cup, 
and of his drinking of it, and of the tor- 
rent of our fins and blackneſſes running 
into his ſoul with that wrath; this is not 
to be underſtood of fin being inherent in 
him, or of his being defiled with ir, the 

con- 
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contrary to which he ſolidly proves; but 
only of the imputation of them to him, 
and of his ſuſception of them; for he 
ſays 3, It was not pain or torture ab- 
ſtractly in the bitter draught, but pollu- 
tion, the dregs of our ſins, ſin being the 
only impure thing in God's account, and 
ſo the ſpot of ſin, the filth and pollutions 
of fin, were imputed to him by his Father, 
and put upon Chriſt's account, and ming- 
led with his wormwood cup, that it made 
his holy ſoul to tremble.” Nor is the ſi- 
mile he makes uſe of, a fooliſh one, of 'a 
drop of ink, or poiſon, falling upon a 
fiery globe of braſs, without leaving any 
ſullying mark upon it, or receiving any 
ſtain or pollution by it; nor does it tend 
to extenuate the flood of the filthineſs of ſin; 
that has been running ever ſince Adam; not 
is it unſuitable to the imputation and ſuſ- 
ception of it; which is all he means by his 
drinking of ic ; but is deſigned to ſet forth 
the infiniteneſs of Chriſt, and of his power 
to reſiſt the infection and (Mn of fin; as 
may be ſeen at large in this valuable wri- 
ter; who himſelf frankly © owns, *© That 
« the fimilitude is imperfect, to ſet out 
the matter in the deep myſteries of this 
gold tried in the fire, or the perſon of 
Chriſt in his ſufferings; the greateſt: of 


7 The glory of Chriſt unveil'd, p. 492, 
' Thid: 'p:-498. => 8 
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which was, the Father's imputation of our 


ſins to him.“ What our author further 


obſerves concerning ſome texts of ſcrip- 
ture, engaged by the Supralapſarians, to 
ſpeak for their opinions of eternal juſtifi- 
cation and adoption, being what is intro- 
duced by him, with reference to a living 
author, I leave it to him to anſwer for 
himſelf ; who, I doubt not, will make a 
* and ſuitable reply. I proceed, | 

Secondly, To defend the doctrine of eternal 
union, which this author calls a © branch 
which grows from the fruitful root of the 
Supralapſarian tree, which, ſays he, they 
ſtile. eternal actual, union.” As this au- 
thor particularly refers to my ſelf, through- 
out his performance on the head of union, 
I rake leave to aſk him, Where has he 
found eternal union in any writings of 
mine, ſtiled eternal, actual union? I have 
carefully avoided calling juſtification, or 
union from eternity, actual; though for 
no other reaſon than this, leſt any ſhould 
imagine, that I conſider'd them as tranſi- 
ent acts of God upon the elect, which re- 
quire cheir perſonal and actual exiſtence; ; 
for otherwiſe, as I believe, that eternal 
election is actual, and eternal reprobation 


is actual, as they are immanent acts in 


God; ſo, I believe, eternal juſtification 


© Superl. Scheme, p. 74. 
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is actual, as it is an immanent act in God 
that juſtifies ; and eternal union is actual, 
as it is an act of God's everlaſting love to 
his elect, whereby he has knit and united 
them to himſelf. I go on to aſk, Where 
have I ſaid, or who has told this man, that 
a non-entity was united to an exiſtence ? 
The language with which this expreſſion 
is cloathed, manifeſtly ſhews it to be of 
his own ſhaping, The ele of God, 
though they have not an efſe au, an actu- 
al being from eternity; yet they have an 
eſſe repreſentativum, a repreſentative be- 
ing in Chriſt from everlaſting, which is 
more than other creatures have, whoſe 
future exiſtence is certain; and therefore at 
leaſt capable of a repreſentative union from 
eternity, and which has been readily owned 
by ſome divines, who are not altogether in 
the ſame way of thinking with my ſelf. 
However, it ſeems eternal union is a 
branch which grows from the fruitful root 
(not from the body) of the Supralapſarian 
tree. Poor creature! it's plain he knows 
nothing of the Supralapſarian tree, as he 
calls it, either root, body, or branch ; for 
as he is pleaſed ro explain the meaning of 
eternal, actual union, it is this, That they 
(1 ſuppoſe he means the elect) had actual 
union with Chriſt, whilſt they were in 
their ſins; and if fo, they muſt be con- 
ſider'd in their union with Chriſt, as fallen 

crea- 
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creatures; and then ic will follow, that 
this is a branch which grows from the Sub- 
lapſarian, and not the Supralapſarian tree. 
But paſſing theſe things, I ſhall now at- 
tend to what he has to object to what I 
have written * on the ſubject of union. 
And, 

(J.) WhereasI have undertaken to prove 
that it is not the Spirit on Chriſt's part, 
that is the bond of union to him, I endea- 
voured to do it by obſerving that the Spirit 
is ſent down, and given to God's elect, in 
conſequence of an antecedent union of them 


to Chriſt; and that he, in his perſonal in- 


habication, operacions and influences of 
grace in them, is the evidence, and not 
the efficient cauſe of their union, That 
an ele& perſon is firſt united ro Chriſt, 
and then receives the ſpirit in meaſure from 
him, and becomes one ſpirit with him, 
I thought was pretty evident from 1 Cor. 
Vi. 17. He that is joined unto the Lord, is 
one ſpirit. From whence I concluded, and 


ſtill conclude, that a perſon's becoming 


one ſpiric with Chriſt, or receiving the 
ſame ſpirit Chriſt has, though in meaſure, 
is in conſequence of his being joined or 
united to him; and not that he firſt be- 
comes one ſpirit, or receives the fame 
ſpiric from Chriſt, and then is joined or 


In a Letter to Mr. Abraham Taylor, p. 29, &c. 
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58 Truth Defended, 
united to him, The ſenſe of the text is 
evident, and admits of no difficulty: Bur, 
ſays ' this writer, © it evidently proves 
that the ſpirit of Chriſt dwells in all that 
are united to him,” I grant it, that the 
ſpirit of Chriſt dwells in all that are united 
to him, ſooner or later; but the queſtion 
is, whether the indwelling of the Spirit is 
antecedent to their union, or in conſe- 
quence of it? If it is in conſequence of it, 
then that is not the bond of union: If it 
is antecedent to it, it muſt be before faith; 
for, according to this man's ſcheme, union 
is by faith, and there's none before it: and 
ſo the abſurdity he would fain leave with 
me, follows himſelf; That the Holy Spirit 
dwells with unbelievers. To illuſtrate 
this matrer, of a perſon's receiving the 
Spirit from Chriſt, in conſequence of 
union to him, I made uſe of a fimile taken 
from the head and members of an human 
body, and the communication of the ani- 
mal ſpirits from the one to the other, in 
conſequence of the union between them. 
This author, though in his great modeſt 
he owns that he is poorly ſkill'd in phi- 
loſophy, a conceſſion he needed not have 
iven himſelf the trouble to make; yet 
thinks himſelf capable to make it appear 
that I am not a little wanting, in the ap- 
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means fimile; for I am often obliged to 
gueſs at his meaning, But what is it he 
fancies is wanting? In what is it inappli- 
cable? Does it not exactly tally with 
what I am ſpeaking of? But inſtead of 
ſhewing the want of application, or any 
diſparity in the caſe, which he does not 
attempt, he puts me upon proving, “ “ that 
there is any life in the head of a body na- 
tural, when the members are all dead; or 
that the life of the natural body is all ex- 
tin& before the head dies, or that the head 
can ſubſiſt without any living members, or 
that the body natural is deſtitute of natural 
life, when united to a living head;” things 
I have no concern with, and which are no 
part of the ſimile I make uſe of; and which 
is made uſe of by me only to ſhew, that as 
the animal ſpirits from the head are com- 
municated to the members of the body, 
not antecedent to union between them, or 
in order to effect it, but in conſequence of 
it; ſo the ſpirit of Chriſt is communicated 
from him the head to the members of his 
body, nor antecedent to their union, or in 
order to effect it, but in conſequence of it; 
Whence it follows, that he cannot be the 
bond of this union; and by this I abide, 
For the proof of the Spirit's being the evi- 
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plication of my argument. I ſuppoſe he 
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dence of communion, and ſo of union, and 
therefore not the bond of it, I produced 
1 John iii. 24 and iv. 13. Only the firſt 
of theſe ſcriptures is taken notice of by 
this writer *; who fancies that the former 
part of this text was diſagreeable to me, 
and therefore left out by me. I declare 
I was far from thinking it to be ſo; and 
am well content it ſhould be tranſcribed 
at large, it being a witneſs for, and not 
againſt my new notion, as he is pleaſed to 
call it: And he that keepeth his command- 
ments dwelleth in him, and he in him; and 
hereby we know that he abideth in us, by 
tbe irie which he hath given us. The 
meaning of which is, that thoſe perſons, 
who under the influences of the Spirit of 
God are enabled ro keep the command- 
ments of God, dwell in him, and he in 
them; that 1s, they have communion with 
him, as the effect of union to him; for 
theſe acts of indwelling are not uniting 
acts, but acts of communion, in conſe- 
quence of union; of which the Spirit be- 
ing given them, is an evidence. Now 
could it be proved that Chriſt dwells in 
his people by his Spirit, though the ſcrip- 
ture no where ſays ſo, but that he dwells 
in their hearts by faith; yet it does not fol- 
low that he is united to them by his Spirit, 


* Superlapſarian Scheme, p. 79. 
becauſe 
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becauſe this act of indwelling is an act of 
communion: not this, but his everlaſting 
love, which 1s the foundation of his dwell- 
ing in them, 1s the bond of union. That 
the Spirit is the ſeal of covenant-love and 
of union with Chriſt, will not be denied: 
But then his being a ſeal, is no other than 
his being a certifying evidence and witneſs 
of theſe things. Now from the Spirit's 
being a witneſs and ſeal of union, this man 
ſuggeſts ? that he muſt be the bond of it; 
becauſe the party that ſeals, is the prin- 
cipal of the bond: Where his poor wandring 
head is running upon a pecuniary bond, a 
bond in writing, by which a man is bound 
to another; and in which he moſt miſe- 
rably blunders; ſeeing it 1s not the prin- 
cipal, or he to whom the bond is made, 
but the debtor, or he who obliges himſelf 
to the other, that ſigns and ſeals: Whereas 
the thing in diſpute is, a bond of union 
berween perſons, by which they are united 
to each other. Nor will it be denied that 
the Spirit quickens and regenerates us, be- 
gets and maintains ſpiritual life in us; but 
then all this is in conſequence of union to 
Chriſt: nor is it by this ſpiritual life which 
he begets and maintains, that we have 
union with our living head, but we have this 
ſpiritual life, as the effect of that union, 


Y Ibid, p. 81. 
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and thereby have communion with him; 
and though the ele&t of God, whilſt dead 
in treſpaſſes and fins, have no communion 
with Chriſt, yet there is a ſenſe in which 
they are united to him then ; which union 
is the ground and foundation of their being 
quickned. 

(2.) L have alſo affirmed that faith is not 
the bond of union to Chriſt, and defired 
thoſe who plead for union by faith, to tell 
us whether we are united to Chriſt by the 
habit or act of faith; and ſince there are 
different acts of it, whether our union is 
by the firſt, ſecond, third, &c. acts of be- 
lieving? To which our author has not 
thought fit to recurn any anſwer. I go on 
to argue, That if union is by faith as an 
habit, tis not by faith on our part, be- 
cauſe faith, as ſuch, is the gift of God; 
and if it be by faith as an act of ours, tis 
by a work, for faith, as ſuch, is a work; 
and then not by grace, ſince works and 
grace cannot be blended. To which this 
author replies: © What if we have union 
with Chriſt in that part which lies on our 


ſide the queſtion, by acts of ours, unto 


which we are enabled by the Spirit of God, 
who works faith in us; does this tend to 
leſſen the exceeding grace of God?“ I 
anſwer, that what he ſays of the Spirit's 


Sußerlapſarian Scheme, p. 82, 
working 
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working faith in us is right, but that re- 
gards faith as an habit; though that there 
is a part lying on our ſide the queſtion, to 
bring about our union to Chriſt by any act 
of ours, I utterly deny: Strange! that an 
uniting act, or a bond of union, muſt be 
Farted, that there ſhould be a part belon 
to us, and another to the Spirit of Gol 
But to his queſtion I anfwer, That to 
aſcribe our union ro Chriſt, in part to acts 
of ours, though enabled to them by the 
Spirit of God, - does lefſen the grace of 


God: and I argue thus, That if to aſcribe' 


election in part to works, to any acts of 
ours as to faith, though enabled to it by 
the Spirit of God, would tend to leſſen the 
glory of grace in it; ſo to aſcribe our union 
to Chriſt to any acts of ours, to faith as 
ſuch, though enabled to it by the Spirit of 
God, would tend to leſſen the glory of 
that grace and love of Chriſt, which is the 
alone bond of it. This writer * farther 
ſuggeſts, that I incline to admit the grace 
of love to be the union-bond ; and argues, 
that that being an act of ours, it muſt con- 
fequently be eſteemed a work, and fo be 
liable ro the fame difficulty : Whereas, 
though I obſerve, that had our divines 
fixed upon the grace of love, as the bond 
of union, it would have been more plau- 
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ſible and feaſible than their fixing upon 
faith; yet I am {ar from an inclination to 
admit of it, when I athrm, in ſo many 
words, that © it is not our love to Chriſt, 
but his love to us, which is alone the real 
bond of our union to him.” 
I proceed to obſerve, that © faith is no 
uniting grace, nor are any of its acts of a 
cementing nature.” This man * fancies I 
am guilty of ſuch a flagrant contradiction, 
as is not to be produced in any book be- 
fides ; becauſe I add, faith indeed looks 
to Chriſt, lays hold on him, embraces him, 
and cleaves unto him; it expects and re- 
ceives all from Chriſt, and gives him all 
the glory.” Theſe ſentences, it ſeems, are 
cloſely united; and yet an agreement be- 
tween them cannot be proved. I own, 
I am not ſo quick-ſighted as to ſee any 
contradiction, much leſs a flagrant one, in 
them. Was I ſenſible of it, I ſhould be 
thankful for the diſcovery. I perceive 
that the acts of laying hold on, embracing 
and cleaving to, are thought to be uniting 
acts. I confeſs I never thought that what- 
ever my hand lays hold on, is united to it, 
or one with it. I now lay hold on my pen, 
and hold it in my hand, make uſe of it, 
take it up, and lay it down at pleaſure ; 
I don't find they are one, but two diſtinct 
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things; my pen is not one with my hand, 
nor my hand with my pen, nor do they 
both make one third thing. I never knew 
that one perſon's embracing another was 
an uniting their perſons together, or that 
any union or relation between them com- 
menced upon ſuch an act. When the 
Apoſtles exhorted ſuch who were partakers 
of the grace of God, to cleave to the Lord 
with purpoſe of heart, it can never be 
thought that their exhortation was to unite 
themſelves to the Lord with purpoſe of 


heart, fince theſe were perſons already 


united to him. All theſe acts of looking 
to Chriſt, laying hold upon him, embra- 
cing of him, and cleaving to him, are 
acts of faich performed under the influ- 


ences of the Spirit, in conſequence of 


union to Chriſt; and are ſuch, in which 
believers have communion with him. He 
ſeems diſpleaſed with what I ſay, that 
* a ſoul can no more be ſaid to be united 
ro Chriſt by theſe acts, than a beggar may 
be ſaid ro be united to a perſon, ro whom 
he applies, of whom he expects alms, to 
whom he keeps cloſe, from whom he re- 
ceives, and to whom he is thankful.” 
This, he ſays, © deſerves no anſwer. The 
reaſon I gueſs is, becauſe he can give none. 
However, I will take his own inſtance, 


© Ibid, p. 84. 
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of a diſtreſſed beloved child's looking to, 
embracing of, cleaving to, and — 
about its tender father, with intreaties an 
expectations of ſupply; and deny that theſe 
are uniting acts, or ſuch as unite the fa- 
ther to the child, or the child to the fa- 
ther; but are all in conſequence of a re- 
lation, a relative union, that ſubſiſted be- 
tween them, antecedent to theſe acts. 

I farther obſerve, that union to Chriſt 
1s the foundation of faith, and of all the 
acts of believing, or ſeeing, walking, re- 
ceiving, c. That faith is the fruit and 
effect of union, even of what is commonly 
called vital union: for as there muſt firſt 
be an union of the ſoul and body of man, 
before he can be ſaid to live, and there 
muſt be life, before there can be reaſon; ſo 
there muſt be a union of the ſoul to Chriſt, 
before it can ſpiritually live; and there 
muſt be a principle of ſpiritual life, before 
there can be faith. This I thought alſo 
was fully and fitly exemplified in the ſimile 
of the vine and branches, which muſt firſt 
be in the vine, before they bear fruit; and 
may be illuſtrated by the ingrafture of the 
wild olive-tree into a good one; and con- 
cluded that union ro Chriſt is before faith, 
and therefore faith cannot be the bond of 
union, The ſubſtance of what is replied * 


J Superlapſarian Scheme, p. 85, 86. 
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to this, is, © That though we cannot pro- 
duce good fruit until we are in union with 
Chriſt the living head, yet there is no ab- 
ſurdity in ſaying, that chere is life” produced 
in the ſoul, previous to our union with 
him ;—and that a ſpiritual work (an auk- 
ward way of talking; why not the Spirit?) 
which begets a ſpiritual life in us, is ne- 


neſſary to meten (meeten) us for union to 


him the living head.” And though he 
approves the argument, yet does not be- 
lieve the application of it agreeable to 
truth; vig. that becauſe there is an union 
of the ſoul and body of man before he can 
be ſaid to live, that therefore the ſoul 
of man muſt be united to Chriſt before he 
has ſpiritual life. In a word, though he 
agrees that there muſt be a principle of 
life, before there is any exerciſe of faith, 
yet denies that there was union to Chriſt, 
betore this principle was wrought, Now 
let it be obſerved, that the union I am here 
ſpeaking of, is what is commonly called 
vital union; an union in time, at conver- 
ſion, which is no other than Chri/# formed 
in us; upon which a principle of ſpiritual 
life is immediately produced : for be that 
hath the Son, hath life; and then follow 
faith, and che exerciſe of it. Therefore 
this union cannot be by faith, nor faith be 
the bond of ir, fince it follows upon it : 


for though, as upon the union of the ſoul 
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and body, life is immediately produced; 
yet the union, in order of nature, muſt be 
conſidered previous to life. So though, 
upon the formation of Chriſt in us, called 
the vital union, the principle of ſpiritual 
life is immediately produced; yet the for- 
mation of Chriſt, or the union of him to 
us, muſt be conſidered antecedent to this 
life. No, ſays this man; there is life pro- 
duced in the ſoul, previous to our union 
with Chriſt, in order to it; yea, to meeten 
for it: whence it muſt unavoidably follow, 
that a man may have a principle of ſpi- 
ritual liſe, and yet be without Chriſt ; be 
ſeparate from him, and without union to 
him ; contrary to the expreſs words of the 
Apoſtle, He that hath not the Son of God, 
hath not life. Beſides, does this doctrine 
give honour to the glorious head of in- 
fluence, Chriſt Jeſus, which teaches that 
a man may have a principle of ſpiritual 
life without union to him the living head; 
and in order to meeten for it, and conſe- 
quently elſewhere, from another quarter ? 
What appears molt plauſible, at firſt view, 
in favour of this prepoſterous notion, is 
the inſtance * of the ſcion, that muſt have 
life previous to its ingrafture, But pray 
whar kind of life is it, that the ſcion of the 
wild olive-tree lives, before its ingrafture 


* xt John v. 12. f Superlapſarian Scheme, p. 89. 
into 
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into the good olive- tree? Tis a life agree- 
able to its nature; *tis the life of the wild 
olive-tree, not of the good olive-tree. So 
men before converſion, before Chriſt is 
formed in them, live, not a ſpiritual life, 
a life of grace, but a life of fin; there is 
no principle of ſpiritual life, before Chriſt 
is formed in the ſoul. The ſimile of the 
vine and branches, in Jobn xv. 4, 5. he 
thinks © is of no ſervice to me, bur rather 
againſt me; ſince there would be no need 
of the exhortation, abide in me, if no act 
or acts of ours are concerned about main- 
taining union with Chriſt: and obſerves, 
that abiding in Chriſt is by faith, and the 
ſame with ſtanding by faith, Rom. xi. 20, 
and argues, that if our ſtanding and abi- 
ding in Chriſt are by faith, then do we hold 
union thereby ; and whatſoever holds us 
to union, is the bond of it. To which I 
need only reply, that the phraſes of abi- 
ding in Chriſt, and ſtanding by faith, re- 
gard the perſeverance of the ſaints, in con- 
ſequence of their union to Chriſt, Now 
though perſeverance is by faith, or faith 
is the means of perſeverance, under the 
powerful influence of grace; yet it does 
not follow that it is the bond of union, 
ſince both perſeverance, and faith, by which 
we perſevere, are the effects of it. I ob- 


8 Ibid. P. 86, 88. 


ſerved, 


* 
* 


- SW - 1 9 2 wool — — 
n * . 
* ” 


+2 $3 


ESO EY 


7 
Cn 9 


— 


— x — ee 8 1 + 


S © <%S 
* 


oo 


— — j . " 
bY” Ik 


4 


PISS n 
l 


— 


— 


OT er 
* — i: 4 * #4 =>. 4 * * * 


— 
0 
. 


— — —— — — 


1 * 
q 
* 
" 
; 
v 
jc 


70 Truth. De ſended. 


ſerved, from the above paſſage, that “ faith 
is a fruit of the Spirit, which grows upon 
the branches that are in Chriſt the vine; 
and that theſe branches muſt be firſt in the 
vine, before they bear this fruit.“ This 
author wonders who will attempt to deny 
it. Very well; if no body will attempt 
to deny it, the cauſe is given up, the point 
is gained: for if perſons muſt firſt be in 
Chriſt the vine, that is united to him, 
before they bear the fruit of faith, that is, 
believe in ER” ; it follows, that union is 
before faith, and that faith is the fruit 
and effect, and not the bond of it. The 
ſimile of the wild and good olive- trees, he 
ſays i, I have borrowed piece-meal, and 
have omitted to quote it (the text) in the 
margin. I own, I borrowed the ſimile 
from Rom. xi. 17, &c. as being an appo- 
ſite one; but never thought, nor do I 
think now, that the paſſage has any refe- 
rence to the ingrafture of ſouls into Chriſt, 
but into a viſible church- ſtate: For if in- 
grafture into Chriſt is intended, it will 
follow, that perſons may be ingrafted 
into him, that is, united to him, and yet 
be broken off from him; ; Which ſuppoſes 
their ,intire apoſtacy from him ; which 
none. will give into, unleſs they are far 
gone into Arminian principles, The plain 


* Saperiap/arian Scheme, p. 88. s P. 90. 
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meaning of the paſſage is, that the 7 

who rejected the Meſſiah, were deen "of 
from their viſible church-ſtate, or from 
being the viſible church of God, and the 
Gentiles that believed were taken into it; 
and that the Fews, when they believed, 
would be again grafted, or taken into a 
viſible church-ſtate. Hence the whole of 
our author's reafoning, about the neceſfity 
of faith, and the removal of unbelief, an- 
tecedent to an ingrafture into Chriſt, as 
founded upon this ſcripture, comes to no- 
thin 

(2) Having proved that neither the 
Spirit on Chriſt's part, nor faith on ours, 
is the bond of union, I proceeded to ſhew 
that the everlaſting love of the Father, 
Son and Spirit, is the bond of the union 
of the elect unto them. To this, not one 
ſyllable is replied : Burt whereas I obſerve 
that there are ſeveral things which ariſe 
from, and are branches of this everlaſting 
love-union, and which I apprehend make 
it appear that the elect are united to Chriſt 
before faith; this author has thought fit to 
make ſome remarks upon them. 

I obſerve, from Eph. i. 4. that there is 
an election-union in Chriſt from everlaſt- 
ing: My meaning is, that election is an 
act of God's everlaſting love, in which the 
objects of it were conſidered in Chritt ; 
and how they could be conſidered in Chriſt, 

without 
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72 Truth Defended. 
without union to him, is, what I ſay, is 
hard to conceive. So that I apprehend, 
that as eternal election is a diſplay of God's 
everlaſting love to his people, 'tis an in- 
ſtance alſo of their eternal union to Chriſt. 
No, ſays this man; election is a fore- 
22 "g perſons to an union; as the 

oice of ſtones for a building, or of a 
branch for ingrafture. Had the text in 
Eph. 1. 4. run thus, according as be bath 
Choſen us to be in him, or that we might, or 


ſhould be in bim; this ſenſe of election 


would have appeared plauſible: but the 
words in connexion with the preceding 
verſe run thus, who hath bleſſed us with all 
Spiritual bleſſings in heavenly places in Chriſt, 
according as he hath choſen us in bim; ; and - 
therefore will not admit of ſuch an inter- 
pretation as this, That it was according 
to the eternal deſign of God, to beſtow di- 
vine and ſpecial favours upon them, when 
in Chriſt; or that they were choſen to di- 
vine and ſpecial bleſſings, through Chriſt ;” 
but that they were bleſſed with theſe di- 
vine and ſpecial bleſſings in Chriſt, accord- 
ing as they were choſen in him. I don't 
ſay that election is the uniting act, that is, 
the everlaſting love of God; nor do I ſee 
any abſurdity, in ſuppoſing union previous 
to this choice, though I think they go to- 


* Swperl. Scheme, p. 79, 92, 93, 94, 95+ 
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gether; but this 1 ſay, that in FE 
men are conſider'd in Chrift, and ſo is a 
proof of eternal union to him; and by this 
1 abide, until ſomething elſe Binger to 
confront it. 

I have alſo ſaid, That there is a legal 
union between Chriſt and the elect from 
everlaſting, the bond of which, is the 
ſuretyſhip of Chriſt, and ſo he and they 
are one, in a law ſenſe, as ſurety and 
debtor are one: and likewiſe, that there is 
a foederal union between them from ever- 
laſting ; Chriſt being conſider'd as head, 
and they as members with him in the co- 
venant of grace. This writer is of opi- 


nion, that the legal and foederal union is 


one and the ſame; I am content they 


ſhould be thought ſo: my deſign hereby 


is not to multiply unions, or as though, I 
thought there were ſo many diſtinct ones, 
believing that God's everlaſting. loye is the 
grand original bond of union, and har 
theſe are ſo many diſplays of it, "proving 
it, and particularly, . that it is before 
faith, the main thing L had in view. The 
relations of. ſurety and debtor, head and 
members, conveying different ideas, I 
thought it proper to conſider them apart; 
however, I am willing they ſhould go to- 
gether, provided neither of chem! is loſt: 


1 Superlapſarian Scheme, p. 78, 92, 93. 
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but I obſerve, the former of theſe is en- 
tirely ſunk by this author, and no notice 
taken of it: for though they both relate 
to one and the ſame covenant, yet are to. 
be diſtinctly conſider'd; and if Chriſt is 
not to be conſider'd as the ſurety of his 
people, as one with them, in a law ſenſe, 
as ſurety and debtor are one ; What foun- 
dation is there for his ſatisfaQion for them? 
nay, not only ſo, but even the relation 
of head and members is dropped by this 
author, under a pretence that ic has been 
already proved, that there is no being in 
Chriſt before faith, as members of his 
body ; and goes on to conſider the relation 
of huſband and wife, which is not at all 
mention'd by me; and calls ® upon the 
men of the Supralapſarianicheme, to pro- 
duce any text of ſcripture that informs us 
that God, in either of the perſons of the 
Godhead, calls any of the children of men 
his ſpouſe, or wife, or bride, before they 
are made ſo by a mutual covenant. The 
reader will be apt to conclude, from a 
large citation out of Dr. Goodwin, that it 
was made by me under the preſent head; 
whereas it ſtands in another part of my 
book, and made together with ſome o- 
thers, from Dr. Witfius, and Mr. Richard 
Taylor, with no other view than to ob- 


en Sußerlapſarian Scheme, p. 96. 
ſerve 
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ſerve to the gentleman I wrote the letter to, 
that there was no reaſon why the aſſertors 
of eternal union ſhould be treated as igno- 
rant and enthuſiaſtic preachers, when men 
of ſuch characters as above, had, in ſome 
ſenſe, aſſerted it. Now, though I do not 


think my ſelf obliged to take any further 


notice of this citation, not being made to 
vindicate my fenſe of union, yet I cannot 
but obſerve the rudeneſs and. pertneſs of 
the man, in treating ſo great a man as 


Dr. Goodwin was, in the manner he does, 


and at once pronounce, that what is ſaid 
by him, is not worthy to be eſteemed ei- 
ther good divinity, or good argument. 
He next falls foul upon a paſſage of mine 
in another part of my book, and upon an- 
other ſubject, where I ſay chat the gift ot 
God himſelf to his people, in the everlaſt- 
ing covenant, is a gift and inſtance of his 
love to them before converſion. This he 
denies, and ſays, The ſcriptures which 
mention this gift, evidently prove the con- 
trary ; the ſcripture he produces, is Heb. 

viii. 10. from Fer. xxxi. 33. and obſerves, 
that this covenant is a mutual agreement 
between God and converted people ; for 
you read here, ſays he, That the laws of 
God were to be written upon their hearts, 

and in their minds, before God is their 


a Ibid. p. 99. - © Ibid. p. 100. 
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God, and they are his people. To which 
I reply; That there is not the leaſt evi- 
dence from any of theſe paſſages, that this 
covenant is a mutual agreement between 
God and any people, converted or uncon- 
verted; nor is there any ſuch thing as a 
mutual covenant: berween God and fallen 
creatures ; the mutual covenant ralk'd of 
at converſion, is all a dream and fancy. 
The covenant here ſpoken of, is wholly 
and entirely on the part of God, and ſeems 
rather to, reſpect unconverted than con- 
verted perſons ; fince one branch of it re- 
gards the writing and putting of the laws 
of God in their hearts and minds, which 
converted ones have already ; nor is this 
mention'd as the cauſe or condition of his 
being their God, bur rather, his being their 
God in covenant, is the ground and foun- 
dation of this; fince this is mention'd in 


Jer. Xxxii. 38. previous to his promiſe of 


giving one heart, and one way, and put- 
ting his fear into them; all which ſup- 
poſe them unconverted. In a word, our 
author thinks , that the covenant of grace 
is not a uniting covenant, no relation ari- 
ſing from it, between God and his people, 
between Chriſt and his members; it is on- 
ly a ſetling the conditions, and laying a 


ſure foundation for a foederal union with 


P Superl, Scheme, p. 101. 
his 


his people, that is, upon the conditions of 
faith and repentance; ſo that the cove- 
nant of grace from eternity, is only a 
foundation for a covenant. I am content 
he ſhould enjoy his own ſentiments, with- 
out reproaching him with inexplicable 
nonſenſe. But ſince he has called upon 
the Supralapſarians to produce a text, 
wherein any of the children of men are cal- 
led by God, in either of the perſons of the 
Godhead, his ſpouſe,” wife, or bride, be- 
fore they are made ſo by a mutual cove- 
nant, I propoſe to his conſideration, J. 
liv. 1, 5, 6. where Chriſt is called the huſ- 
band of the Gentile church, and ſhe his 
wife, long before it was in being: and 
even in the text he himſelf mentions, Eph. 
v. 23. Chriſt is ſaid to be the head of the 


church, even as the huſband is the head of 


the wife ; which includes the whole gene- 
ral aſſembly and church of the firſt-born, 
even all the elect, converted or uncon- 
verted. 

The next union I mention, is the natu- 
ral union that is between Chriſt and his 
people; in this, our author ſays *, is no- 
thing but what agrees with the holy ſcrip- 
tures, and ſo it paſſes without a cenſure. 
The laſt I take notice of, is a repreſenta- 
tive one, bath from everlaſting and in 


3 Ibid, p. 102, 


time. 
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78 Truth Defended. 
time. This man imagines I have given. 
away the cauſe, by acknowledging that 
the natural union was not in eternity, ſince 
hereby the notion of an eternal repreſenta- 
tive union is entirely deſtroy'd ; for, adds 
he, it is exceeding remote from all the 
rules of argument, to ſuppoſe that Jeſus 
Chriſt repreſented the olect people as mem- 
bers in him, when he had no meaner na- 
ture than divine. This writer is, no doubt, 
acquainted with all the rules of argument: 
but what does the wretch mean, when he 
talks of Chriſt's having u meaner nature 
than divine? I hope the reader will excuſe 
my warmth, when ſuch an horrid reflection 
is made upon the divine nature of the 8on 
of God; no meaner nature! This ſuppoſes, 
indeed, the human nature to be meaner, 
but implies the divine nature to be mean; 
or where's the degree of compariſon? He 
ſuggeſts „That Chriſt could not repre- 
ſent the ele& in eternity, unleſs he had 
human nature from eternity; and that 
there could not be a real union of the per- 
ſons of the elect in eternity, without their 
real exiſtence. I reply; That it was not 
neceſſary, in order to Chriſt's being the 
Mediator, Head, and Repreſentative of 
the elect in eternity, that he ſhould be 
then actually man, only that he ſhould 
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certainly be ſo in time: befides, there was a 
foederal union of the human nature to the 
Son of God from eternity, or the human 
nature had a covenant ſubſiſtence in the ſe- 
cond perſon from evetlaſt ing. Nor was the 
real exiſtence of the perſons of the ele ne- 
ceſſary ro their real union to Chriſt, only 
that they ſhould certainly exiſt : I call their 
union real, in oppoſition to that which is 


imaginary ; for ſurely the love of Chriſt - 


to the ele, from everlaſting, was real, 
which is the bond of union, though their 
perſons, foul and body, did not really, 
or actually exiſt. He proceeds to con- 
fider the import of ſome other texts of 
ſcripture, which, he ſays, we are ſubject 
co imagine favour our fond notion of eter- 
nai union; though he confiders but one, 
and that is 2 Tim. i. 9. Who hath ſaved us, 
and called us with an holy calling, not ac- 
cording to our works, but according to his 
own purpoſe and grace, which was given us 
in Chriſt Jeſus before the world began. 

This grace he ſomerimes takes for a pro- 
miſe of grace, ſometimes for grace in the 
covenant it ſelf; yea, he ſays, it evidently 
intends our calling; ſo that, according to 
him, our calling tnuſt be before the world 
began. But be it what it will, whether a pro- 
mile of grace, or a purpoſe of grace, or grace 
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ic ſelf, it was given to us in Cbriſt, before 
the world began, and on that our argu- 
ment depends: if we were in Chriſt when, 
this grace, or promiſe of grace, were gi-. 
ven, we were united to him; for how we 
could be conſider d in bim, without uni- 
on to him, he would do well to acquaint 
us. | | 8 

I muſt, in juſtice to this author, before 
I conclude this head, acquaint my reader, 
that he has quoted ſome, what he calls 
plain texts of ſcripture, to ſhew that the 
ſacred book does moſt evidently ſet aſide 
the opinion of eternal union, yea, or of 
union before faith: the ſcriptures are, 
Rom. viii. 9. and xvi. 7. 2 Cor. v. 17. all 
which I have before taken notice of in the 
letter he refers to; and all that he re- 
marks is, That I will needs have it, that 
theſe ſcriptures intend only the evidence 
of union with Chriſt from everlaſting ; 
which ſenſe he does not attempt to ſer 
aſide; only that the phraſe, Fa man is in 
Chriſt, he is a new creature, he ſays, ſup- 
poſes that none but new-born ſouls are uni- 
red to him ; whereas the meaning 1s, That 
whoever profeſſes himſelf to be in Chriſt, 
ought to appear to be ſo: and yet, after all 
this, this man has the front to ſay *, That 
men are not united to Chriſt until they 


u Superlap/arian Scheme, p· 77. w Ib. p. 128. 
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believe, has been proved by almaſt innu- 
merable ſcriptures and arguments; when 
he only produces three ſcriptures, and not 
one argument from them. The man is re- 
ſolved to carry his point at any rate, right 
or wrong ; he ſticks at nothing. 

Thirdly, We are now come to a point this 
author diſcovers a great itch, and eager 
deſire to be at, namely, the doctrine of 
God's love and delight in his elect before 
converſion. He has been two or three 
times nibbling at it before, and I have al- 
ready expoſed his folly in placing it in the 
Supralapſarian ſcheme, when it can be no 
other than a Sublapſarian doctrine. 

1. In my letter above referr'd to, I 
write concerning the invariable, unchange- 
able, and everlaſting love of God to his 
ele, and give inſtances of his love to 
them, not only in eternity, but in time, and 
that even while they are in an unconverted 
eſtate, from Rom. v. 6, 8, 10. 1 John iv. 10. 
Eph. ii. 4, 5. Tit. iii. 3, 4, 5, 6. which this 
writer thinks fit to paſs by in ſilence. I 
then mention three gifts of God, which 
are inſtances of his love to his people be- 
fore converſion, not to be matched by any 
after it; namely, the gift of Himſelf, the 
gift of his Son, and the gift of his Spirit. 
This man denies that either of theſe are 
given to the elect before converſion. As 


to the firſt, he ſays, God never gives 
M him- 
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82 TYuth Deſended. 
himſelf to any of the children of men until 
they believe *; and ſuggeſts, that the ſcrip- 
ture I produce, I will be their God, and 
they ſhall be my people, proves it ; being, as 
he thinks, a mutual covenant between God 
and converted people: but I have ſhewn 
already, that it is not a mutual covenant 
between God and others; and that the 
promiſes of it ſuppoſe the perſons it con- 
cerns unconverted ; and, indeed, God's 
being the God of his people, is the firſt 
ground and foundation- bleſſing of the co- 
venant; and the reaſon why any covenant- 
bleſſing, and among the reſt converſi- 
on, is beſtowed upon any of the ſons of 
men, is, becauſe he is their covenant God 
and Father; ſo that, conſequently, he 
muſt ſtand in this relation to them before 
converſion. Beſides, if they are his peo- 
ple before converſion, though not openly 
to themſelves and others, 1 Pet. ii. 10. 
yet ſecretly to him, P/al. cx. 3. Mat. i. 21. 
he muſt be their God before converſion; 
for theſe two relate unto, and ſuppoſe each 
other. He does not deny that Chriſt was a 

ift of God's love before converſion ; but 
Fincies that I have receded from what I 
propoſed ; ſince, as it is expreſſed by me, 
he is only given for them. I anſwer; my 
propoſition 1s, to ſhew chat there are ſuch 


* Superlapſarian Scheme, p. 110, 100. 


gifts 


gifts of God before converſion, as are in- 


ſtances of his love 20 his people then; and 


ſurely Chriſt being given for them, is an 
inſtance of God's love fo them, Jobn 11. 16. 
He ſeems to triumph upon this, and ſays ?, 
« Could he have proved his propoſition, 
he had certainly laid a ſtrong, it not an 
improveable (I ſuppoſe it ſhould be im- 
moveable) 8 for his doctrine.“ 

Well, if this will do, I am able to prove 
that Chriſt was given 10 his people in his 
incarnation, before he was given for them 
in his ſufferings and death; Tous a chrld is 
born, to us a ſon is given, Iſa. ix. 6. and I 
hope ic will be allow'd, that the gift of 
Corll, in his incarnation, extended not 
only to the believers of chat age in which 
he was born, but to all the elect, to all the 
children, for whole ſake he partook of fleſh 
and blood. As to the third and laſt of 
theſe gifts, he jndges , © that the Spirit is 
not given to any of che children of men till 
they are converted, or at that very in- 
ſtant; ” and gives broad intimations, as if 


he thought he was not given at all, until 


he is given as a Comforter, The text in 
John xvi. 8. which my expreſſions refer to, 
he ſeems to intimate, does not regard the 
conviction and converſion of men, but the 
reproving of the world. I will not con- 
tend with him about the ſenſe of the text; 
Y Superl. Scheme, p. 111. Ib. p. 112. 
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84 Truth De ſended. 
tis enough to my purpoſe, if it will be 
but allow'd, that the Spirit of God is the 
author of real conviction and converſion; 
who therefore muſt be conſider'd as ſent, 
and given, antecedent to conviction and 
converſion, in order to begin, carry on, 
and finiſh the work of grace, when he 
finds men dead in fn, devoid of all grace, 
in a ſtate of nature ; and therefore, ſurely, 
muit be a gift and inſtance of God's love 
70 dag whilſt in that ſtate. 
In order to prove that the love of 

God to his ele, from everlaſting, is a 
love of complacency and delight, I obſerve, 
that his love to his Son, as Mediator, is 
ſuch a love; and that whereas God loves 
his people with the fame kind of love he 
loves his Son, which I prove from John 
xvii. 23. it muſt needs follow, that the 
love he bears to them, is a love of com- 

lacency and delight. This author thinks 

have ſtrained and forced the text I men- 
tion beyond its real meaning; and that 
my notion is unfairly inferred from it; he 
believes, I know the word as is of the 
comparative degree, and rarely intends 
equality: if I do not know, I am ſure he 
cannot tell me; tis only his i ignorance of 
the comparative degree, that will excuſe 
him from deſign'd blaſphemy againſt the 
Son of God, His learned reviſer and edi- 
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tor ſhould have informed him, that as, 
of it ſelf, is of no degree, bur 1s according 
to the word to which it is joined; tis uſed 
in forming compariſons, and is an adverb 
of likeneſs and equality. He ſeems to be 
conſcious, that it ſometimes, though rare- 
ly, intends equality, and gives himſelf a 
needleſs trouble to collect together ſeveral 
texts, where it ſignifies likeneſs: I could 
eafily produce others, where it is expreſ- 
five of equality; fee Fobn i i. 14. and x. 15. 
Phil. ii. 8. 2 Cor. x. 7. However, I am 
content it ſhould ſignify likeneſs, and not 
equality, in the text mention'd ; let it be 
a likeneſs of a very minute or ſmall degree, 
I hope it will be allow'd to be of the ſame 
kind ; and if this is granted, my argument 
ſtands good; That if God has loved his Son 
with a love of complacency and delight 
from everlaſting, and he has loved his 
elect with the ſame kind of love from 
everlaſting, with a like love, though not 
to the ſame degree; then he muſt have 
loved them from everlaſting, with a love of 
complacency and delight. 

3. I go on to obſerve, that Jeſus Chriſt 
loved the ele& from everlaſting, with a 
love of complacency and delight, as they 
were preſented to him in the glaſs of his 
Father's purpoſes and decrees ; my mean- 
ing is, as they were preſented to him in all 
that glory his Father deſign'd to bring 

them 
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them to; which I prove from Prov. viii. 3 1. 
and ſee no reaſon why the Father's love 
ſhould hot be the ſame; This man thinks}, 
chat the text in Proverbs refers to the de- 
light Chriſt had in the foreviews of his 
people, having his own, and his Father's 
beautiful image impreſſed upon them; or 
rather, that it refers to a farther view 
which the Son of God took of the moſt 
perfect ſtate of his members upon earth, 
in the kingdom-glory. And why may not 
the thought be carry'd a little farther, that 
Chriſt was not only rejoicing in the habita- 
ble part of his earth, in the foreviews of his 
people dwelling with him, and he with 
them, here on earth; but that his delig hrs 
were with the ſons of men, as foreviewed 
by him in all that ultimate glory they are 
ro enjoy to all eternity; and then we are 
agreed? Now let it be obſerv'd, that this 
complacency and delight in them, was ta- 
ken up from everlaſting, as abundantly 
appears from the context ; nor could any 
intermediate ſtate, as that of nature, make 
any alteration in this love of delight, 
Chriſt loved them before they were .in a 
ſtate of nature, and while they were in it, 
though not as conſider'd as unregenerate 
and rebellious ſinners, or becauſe they 
were ſo; which is the vile inſinuation all 


> Superlepſarian Scheme, p. 117, 118. | 
along 
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along made; but as the whole election of 
grace ſtood preſented to him a glorious; 
church, without ſpot or wrinkle, or any 
ſuch thing; juſt ſuch as he will preſent 


them to himſelf another day. 


4. I farther obſerve, That God's chu- 
ſing his people in Chriſt before the foun- 
dation of the world, is an act of love 
ſpringing from delight in them, even as his 
Role of the ＋ of T/rael (which was 
the choice of the true and 
ſpiritual 1/rae!) was owing to the delight 


C 
an emblem o 


he had in them; to prove which, I cite 


Deut. x. 15. and add, That all the favours 
and bleſſings God beſtows upon his people 


in time, ſuch as bringing out of a ſtate of 
nature, or out of any diſtreſs or difficulty, 
in a word, their whole ſalvation, ariſe 


from bis delight in them ; for the proof 
of which, I mention P/alm xviii. 19. and 
cxlix. 4. Jer. xxxii. 41. Zepb. iii. 17. This 
writer © is of opinion, that what I have aſ- 
ſerted, That God's choice of his people in 

1 ann de- 


Chriſt, is an act of love ſpringing 
light, requires more proof than I have pro- 


duced, or than any man is able to produce. 
I ſuppoſe, he will not deny that God's 
eternal choice of his people in Chriſt is an 
act of love; if he does, let him conſider 
2 The /f. ii, 13. though he may as well deny 


© Ibid. p. 118, 
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it to be an act of love, for the ſame reaſon 
that he denies it ſprings from delight, name- 


ly, that God has choſe them to be holy, and 


without blame before him in love; and from 
thence conclude, That this early choice 
was not the effect of his love to them, any 


more than of his delight in them; but that 


they might be objects of his love, as of his 
delight, when united to his Son: But ſure- 
ly, if they were choſen in Chriſt, they muſt 
be confider'd in union with him, and muſt 
be the objects both of love and delight; 
ſince Chriſt is the beloved Son of God, in 
whom he always was, is, and ever will be 
well pleaſed, and with all thoſe that are 
in him. To illuſtrate this matter, I men- 
tion the choice of the people of 1/rael, as 
2 repreſentation of the choice of the peo- 
ple of God, which is owned to be thus far 
right: but when I affirm that this was 
owing to previous delight in them, *tis 
faid e, this requires more proof than Deut. 
x. 15. for it is not ſaid, that the Lord de- 
lighted in this people, and therefore he 
choſe them; but chat he delighted in their 
fathers to love them, and choſe their ſeed 
after them. I anſwer ; That the love with 
which the Lord loved the people of 1/rael, 
was the ſame love with which he loved 
their fathers ; and therefore if he loved 


4 Superl. Scheme, p. 119. 
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their fathers with a love of complacency, 
ſo he loved them the children; which is the 
ground and foundation of his chuſing 
them; ſee Deut. vii. 6, 7. God's bring- 
ing his elect out of a ſtate of nature, is 
owing to his great love, Eph. ii. 4, 5. 
which, ſurely, it would not be called, was 
it ſeparate from delight; and as chat, ſo all 
after bleſſings and favours ſpring from the 


ſame kind of love, for which I produce 


the above ſcriptures. Though my deſign 
there is not to prove by them, that God 
loves his elect with a love of complacency 
and delight, while in a ſtate of nature; 
my readers will not be at a loſs about my 
deſign in producing of them, nor think 
themſelves remarkably irifled with; when 
they cannot but obſerve, that my view 
is apparently this, That as electing and re- 


generating grace ſpring from God's love 


of delight in his people, ſo all the after 
bleſſings of grace and glory, in one conti- 
nued chain, ariſe from the ſame: whence 
it will appear, that God's love of com- 
placency in his people, is invariably the 
ſame, through every ſtate, of nature, grace 
and glory. | 


5. I have obſerv'd, that the diſtinction 


of a love of pity and benevolence, and of 
complacency and delight, is made by ſome 
popiſh ſchoolmen, and is jubverſive of the 
nature and per fections of God ; and repre- 

| N {ents 


90 Truth Defended. 


ſents him ſuch an one as our ſelves, ſub- 
ject to change; that his love, like ours, al- 
ters, and by degrees increaſes, and, from 
a love of pity and benevolence, paſſes into 
a love of complacency and delight. This 
author ſeems diſpleaſed *© that this diſtin- 
ction ' ſhould be aſcribed to ppi ſchool- 
men, ſince he is apt to believe, that there 
zs (it ſhould be are) very few of that pre- 
tended church (of Rome, I ſuppoſe he 
means) ſo remote from the groſſeſt tenets 
of Arminianiſin, as to allow of it. I can 
tell him, there have been many in that 
church, more remote from Arminianiſin 
by far, than he himſelf is; and ſhould I 
tell him, that ſome of them have been 
Supralapſarians, it would have equal cre- 
dit with him: however, be it to, that this 
diſtinction came from them, though he 
has no high opinion of popr/h notions, 
which, as I before obſerved, ſuppoſes that 
he has an opinion of them, yet he ſhall not 
very willingly part with it; much good 
may it do him, I do not envy his poſſeſ- 
ſion of it; let him make the beſt uſe of it 
he can, He fancies that what I have ſaid 
concerning Chriſt being “ the object of 
his Father's love and wrath, at one and the 
ſame time; that as he was the Son of God, 
he was always the object of his love and 


2 Super.. Scheme, P. 124, 125. f Ib. p. 125, 126. 
| delight, 
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delight, but as he was the ſinner's ſurety, 
and while bearing the ſins of his people 
in his own body on the tree, he was the 
object of his diſpleaſure and wrath,” is as 
ſubverſive of the nature and perfections of 
God, and repreſents him as liable to change 
as this diſtinction does; ſince here is a 
change from delight to the greateſt diſ- 
pleaſure, and from that to delight again. 
I anſwer, for the farther explanation of 
what I have ſaid, let it be obſerved, that 
I conceive that Chriſt was in no other ſenſe 
the object of divine wrath and diſpleaſure, 
as the ſinner's ſurety, than as he had the 
effects of wrath, that is, puniſhment due 
to fin, inflicted on him, which he ſenſibly 
felt; but then, at the ſame inſtant, God 
took the utmoſt delight and pleaſure in 
him, even as the ſinner's ſurety, viewing 
him ſtanding in the room and ſtead of his 
elect, with patience, courage, and great- 
neſs of foul, bearing all that was laid“ upon 
him, and giving full ſatisfaction to law 
and Juſtice. It pleaſed the Lord to bruiſe 
him, Ifa. liii. 10. Therefore doth my Fa- 
ther love me, ſays Chriſt, becauſe I lay down 
my hife, John x. 17. So that here was no 
change from delight to diſpleaſure, even 


when and while he bore the effects of that 


wrath, or that it ſelf, which was due to 
aches. 


N 2 6. 1 
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6. I cite a paſſage from Ariflotle, i 
which that philoſopher affirms that 5 
volence is properly neither friendſhip nor 
love; and that no man can be ſaid to love, 
who is not firſt delighted with the form or 
idea of the object: and, for my own part, 
J add, I cannot fee that that can be love, 
which is without any delight in the object 
ſaid to be loved; and inſtance in ſome ex- 
preſſions of a man to his wife, and a parent 
to a child, declaring love without delight; 
which ſeem contradictory. This man at 
once falls? foul upon the poor philoſopher, 
as having aſſerted what is contrary to rea- 
ſon and experience; and then turning 
himſelf to me, ſays, © I would aſk this 
gentleman if he never ſaw an object, whole 
miſerable eſtate engaged his compaſſion, 
and difpoſed him to ſhew friendſhip, by 
affording ſome relief to the miſerable crea- 
ture, though there was no delightful form 
in the object, nor any thing but miſery, to 
engage his kindneſs? What, 1s not that 
love, which diſpoſes one man to relieve 
another in miſery and neceſſity ?” Bur 
it ſhould be obſerved, that the philoſopher 
is ſpeaking of one ching, and this man of 
another. Ariſtotle is not ſpeaking of 
ede eονt/ benefaction, beneficence, or do- 
zug well, relieving a miſerable creature; 


8 Superl. Scheme, p. 128. 
' but 
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but of ewvaz, - benevolence, wiſhing well to 
another: And 1 hope th ch is will ſerve to 
cool his reſentment ag 7 2 him. Let me, 
in my turn, aſk this man, if, upon the 
ſight of a miſerable object, my pity is en- 
gaged ſo far as to wiſh him well, but give 
him nothing, whether this wiſhing well, 
this benevolence of mine, is either love or 
friendſhip? Nay, ſuppyling it is carried 
farther, and my benevolence paſſes into 
beneficence, I relieve the poor object ; 
ſhould not this be conſidered rather as an 
act of humanity, than either properly of 
friendſhip or love? I confeſs I never 
thought, when I have giver alms to a poor 
object, I did it to ſhew an affection of love, 
or as any act of friendſhip to him; I little 
thought that a relation of friendſhip be- 
tween us aroſe from ſuch an act, or that 
the poor creature and 1 commenced friends 
upon it. Upon the inſtances of love with- 
out delight, I aſk what kind of love would 
this be thought to be? He anſwers , 
Why, probably, a love of compaſſion and 
benevolence: and, as things will be cir- 
cumſtanced, great love too; that is, when 
the wife is leud, and the ſon rebellious. 
I reply, that it is very poſſible, and ſome- 
times ſo it is, when either of theſe is the 
caſe, that delight in the object continues; 


n Ibid. p. 129, 
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to that love appears to be great indeed, 
real, and hearty : But when things are 
come to ſuch a pals, that there is no de- 
light in the object, I can't but be of opi- 
nion, that real, hearty love and affe&ion; 
is gone too. And what may be ſaid or 
done that looks like love, arifes from the 
relation which {till ſubſiſts, and a ſenſe of 
duty which that obliges to, and not from 
real love and affection. But what he 
thinks is the ſtrongeſt evidence againſt the 
notion of love being attended with delight 
in the object loved, is the advice of Chriſt 
to his diſciples, ſaying, Love your enemies; 
bleſs them that curſe you do gobdſ to them 
that hate you; and pray jor them which de- 
Jpitefully uſe you, and perſecute you: And 
don't know but it may, and yet fall ſhort 
of proving what it is brought for, I ap- 
prehend the love with which Chriſt ex- 
horts his people to love their enemies, is 
not to be underſtood guoad affetFus, as re- 
ſpecting the internal affection of love: I 
can't believe that Chriſt requires of me 
that I ſhould love a perſecutor as 1 «0 my 
wife, my children, my real friend, or bro- 
ther in Chriſt; bur guoad effects, as to the 
effects; that is, I am required to do thoſe 
things as they lie in my W., and accord- 
ing to my ability, as a man would do to 


Matt. v. 44. 


his 
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his neighbour, whom he loves; that is, 
feed him when hungry, and give him 
drink when thirſty. And ſo are we taught 
to underſtand this advice of Chriſt by the 
Apoſtle Paul, in Rom. xii. 19, 20, 21. 
But after all, ſuppoſing it could be proved 
that there is a foundation for ſuch a di- 
ſtinction among men, as a love of pity and 
benevolence, and a love of complacency 
and delight, I would not be over-confidenc 
about theſe things. Though I muſt con- 
feſs I can't ſee how mere pity can be love, 
or barely benevolence, or wiſhing well, is 


love; yet I ſay, ſuppoſing this, it does 


not follow that there is ſuch a diſtinction 
in the love of God, eſpecially towards the 
ſame perſons, as they pals into different 
eſtates; which is to make the love of God 
to change by degrees, as the love of mu- 
table creatures; and from one kind of love 
to paſs into another, and from a lower to 
an higher degree: A thought to be ab- 
horred by all thoſe who know and believe 


what he ſays to be true; I am the Lord, 


T change not. This author next reverts * 
to the inſtance which I mention of a man's 


laying to his wife, I love you well, though 
I can take no delight in your perſon, nor 
pleaſure in your company, as a Contra» 
diction to his expreſſions of love; and ob- 


* Superlap. Scheme, p. 131. 
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ſerves, that I have wounded my notion of 
God's delighting in his elect, whilſt in a 
ſtate of nature, unleſs I can prove that he 
dwells with, and takes pleaſure in the 
company of theſe his enemies. I reply, 
that I don't think that God loves or de- 
lights either in the perſons, or in the com- 
pany of his people, conſidered as ſinners, 
as unconverted perſons, as in a ſtate of 
nature, as enemies to him; but as con- 
ſidered in Chriſt, and viewed in all that 
glory he deſigns to bring them to. And 
thus as the deligbts of the Son, ſo the de- 
lights of the Father, from everlaſting, be- 
fore the earth was, were not only in, but 
with them: They were not only rejoicing 
in them, but delighting themſelves with 
them, in the fore- views of their dwelling 
with each other, and enjoying each other's 
company to all eternity. 


And thus I have gone as far in my an- 
ſwer, as this author has in examining the 
Supralapſarian doctrines. Tis much, 
when his hand was in, that he did not 
take under his examination ſome other 
doctrines handled in the letter he refers 
to; ſuch as God's ſeeing no ſin in his 
people, the non- neceſſity of good works 
to ſalvation, mortification, and the like; 
which he might as well have forced into 


the Supralapſarian icheme, as ſome others. 
He 


4» 
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He has indeed a fling or two at the doctrine 
of repentance, ſeems greatly concerned 
that legal repentance is not to be valued 
and regarded, and thinks that this reflects 
upon the preaching of Jobn the Baptiſt, 
Chrift, and his Apoſtles; whereas it was 
an evangelical repentance, and fruits meet 
for the ſame, which were preached up by 
them. He concludes ” that the repentance 
which I allow ſinners may be exhorted to, 
ſtands more remote from the power of the 
creature than legal repentance ; as though 
I thought ſinners were to be exhorted to it, 
as within the compaſs of their own power : 
whereas my exprefs words are, © To ex- 
hort even to evangelical repentance, as 
within the compaſs of the power of man's 
will, and as a condition of the covenant 
of grace, and a term of acceptance with 
God; and in order to make peace with 
God, and gain the divine favour, which 
is the rant of ſome mens miniſtry; I ſay, 
to exhort to repentance with tuch views, 
and on ſuch confiderations as theſe, is low 
and mean ſtuff; too mean for, below and 
unworthy of a miniſter of the goſpel.” 
One vile reflection upon the doctrine of 
forgiveneſs of fins, through the blood of 
Chriſt, I can't omit taking notice of, when 


he ſays, © I am ready to believe that 


1 Superlapſarian Scheme, P- 133, I 34, uy P. 137- 
P. 136, 
Q God, 
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God, in infinite wiſdom, does require it” 
(legal repentance) as neceſſary to forgive- 
neſs, in all capable beings.” What! is nor. 
the blood of Chriſt, which was ſhed for 
the remiſſion of ſin, ſufficient ro procure 
it, without legal repentance being neceſ- 
ſaty to it? I obſerve this author is very 
fond of this way of preaching, and is very 
deſirous that others would engage in it. 
Was I thought worthy, or capable of gi- 
ving advice, my advice to him would be. 
not only to preach repentance towards God 
upon the goſpel-ſcheme, but faith in our 
Lord Jeſus Chriſt; only 1 ſhould be afraid 
the man will put wnbelzef for faith, I 
ſhould adviſe him to content himſelf in 
making uſe of what talents he has in preach- 
ing the word, and not ſcribble in the man- 
ner he does: But if he mult needs be an 
author, let him write upon moral ſub- 
jets, againſt the prevailing vices of the 
age, open profaneneſs, impiety, unnatural 
luſts; things he may be better acquainted 
with, than evangelical truths, or Supra- 
lapſarian principles. 
en 
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